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We are fully committed 

to fulfilling the needs of 
seamless gutter contractors 
every day with reliable parts, 
coupled with quick and 
accurate service. 


“\Ve are called the nation of inventors. And we are. We could still claim that title and wear its 
loftiest honors if we had stopped with the first thing we ever invented, which was human liberty.” 


www.SENOX.com 


— Mark Twain 


866-522-1696 


™ Rae 4 EAE 4 4 Ba 


Panes LUGE 


Vol. 40, No. 17 September 16, 2024 


SECOND AMENDMENT 


When Is Armed Resistance Justified? 

by Joe Wolverton I, J.D. — This question has vexed lovers of 
freedom for millennia. In this essay, we survey what great minds 
have said on the subject. 
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FROM THE EDITOR 


The Weapons of Our Warfare 


Patriotic Americans understand that the 
Republic is under attack. 

The idea that internationalist elites are at- 
tempting to completely transform America 
into what is essentially a fascist dictatorship 
is no longer considered outrageous. 

Politicians and other influential people 
in our society openly talk about their de- 
sire to restrict our speech, take our guns, 
indoctrinate and abuse our children, and 
restrict our ability to earn a good liv- 
ing and do as we please with our private 
property. They are bringing in millions of 
immigrants from countries and cultures 
that neither cherish nor respect America’s 
founding principles. The end result of all 
this will be a nation unrecognizable to 
those born even a few generations ago. 

Talk of a coming economic collapse, 
coupled with anxiety over the 2024 presi- 
dential election — massive voter fraud, 
another assassination attempt, or violent 
unrest — has many Americans fearful, 
even hopeless. 

There are essentially three options for 
Americans: Give up and accept the new 
order, flee to another country in hopes of 
escaping the coming troubles, or stand and 
fight. The first two options are unaccept- 
able, so we will not discuss them here. We 
must stand and fight. 

A burning question about the “stand and 
fight” option is, “Does this include taking 
up arms and engaging in violent combat?” 
In other words, should we advocate for 
American patriots to start a second War 
for Independence to overthrow our cor- 
rupt, unconstitutional government? Would 
such resistance even be successful? 

According to the elites in government, 
armed resistance is futile. As president 
Biden has said on several occasions, gun 
owners could not hope to stand up to the 
U.S. government with mere semiautomatic 
rifles. “You’d need F-15s with Hellfire mis- 
siles,” he has claimed. Leaving aside the 
fact that F-15s don’t carry Hellfire missiles 
(Hellfires are anti-tank missiles typically 
carried by modern attack helicopters and 
drones), is Biden’s claim accurate? 

In a word, no. Consider the Taliban. 
Whatever one might think of their ideology 
or practices, the Taliban recently demon- 
strated that it is possible for irregular guer- 
rilla forces armed with rifles to stand up to 


a modern, advanced military. The United 
States spent many hundreds of billions of 
dollars and a massive amount of military 
force over a period of two decades to pacify 
Afghanistan and defeat the Taliban, and it 
was by all accounts a colossal failure. 

Of course it’s not a perfect analogy, 
since few Americans are as ideologically 
radicalized as the Taliban and most would 
not want to start shooting. That being said, 
there are many patriotic Americans in the 
military and law enforcement who would 
(hopefully) refuse to wage war against 
their fellow citizens. Plus, a large-scale, 
violent “civil war” in America would 
devastate the country economically and 
politically, and be incredibly embarrass- 
ing on the world stage. Make no mistake: 
Would-be tyrants in our nation are not 
excited about the prospect of a clash with 
nearly 100 million gun owners (many of 
whom have military training) with their 
several hundred million firearms, despite 
their pompous threats to the contrary. 

But should we encourage this? At The 
New American, our position is an emphatic 
“No.” We should not be excited about the 
prospect of shooting our fellow Americans, 
no matter how much we might disagree 
with them on sociopolitical issues. Many 
patriots are Christians, and Christians be- 
lieve that human beings are made in the 
image of God and that we should not light- 
ly take the life of someone made in God’s 
image. What we do encourage is prepared- 
ness. We must be ready to take up arms, but 
only at the uttermost end of need. 

In this issue of The New American, 
we explore the issue of armed resistance 
against tyranny, offering modern, histori- 
cal, and biblical perspectives on the issue. 
We also examine the efforts of government 
agents provocateurs to foment chaos and 
villainize patriotic Americans, and take an 
in-depth look at Kamala Harris’ running 
mate, Tim Walz. 

For now, we must engage in peaceful, 
organized activism to spread the truth and 
light brushfires of freedom in the minds 
of patriotic Americans. As Robert Welch, 
founder of The John Birch Society, the 
parent organization of this magazine, said, 
“Education is our total strategy, and truth 
is our only weapon.” 

— John T. Larabell 
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Jordan Peterson to Undergo Social-media Training 


Canadian psychologist Jordan Peterson has agreed to attend so- 
cial-media training as mandated by the College of Psychologists 
of Ontario, the governing body for the profession in that prov- 
ince. In 2022, the college determined that Peterson must attend 
such training or lose his license; the Canadian Broadcasting Cor- 
poration (CBC) reported on August 8 that 
the Supreme Court of Canada has refused to 
hear his appeal of that decision. 

As explained by CBC, the college deter- 
mined that Peterson’s posts on social media, 
particularly those concerning transgender- 
ism, were “degrading.” They noted spe- 
cifically a post on X in which he called a 
former ward councilor who used they/them 
pronouns an “appalling self-righteous mor- 
alizing thing.” The person was not a patient 
of Peterson’s, and Peterson claims that no 
patient of his has complained. 

Howard Levitt, Peterson’s attorney in the 
matter, referred to the Supreme Court’s deci- 
sion not to hear the appeal as “a tragic day 
for Canada,” telling CBC, “It seems ironic, 
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even tragic, that [Peterson], one of the most adept persons in social 
media in this country and beyond, is going to attend ‘re-education’ 
from people inherently less skilled and knowledgeable than he is 
himself. The decision is a tragedy for freedom of speech in this 
country.” Peterson himself believes the goal of the training is to 
“make me into an entirely different sort of 
creature than I am.” 

The psychologist has not been in practice 
since 2017, when he made a name for himself 
by publicly denigrating Canada’s Bill C-16, 
which he claimed forced people to use pro- 
nouns (real or invented) of a person’s choice. 
That bill amended the Canadian Human Rights 
Act to include “gender identity or expression.” 

Peterson defended his stance during an Au- 
gust 9 X interview with his daughter: “I’ve 
been very vociferous in my objection to the 
butchery of children and their sterilization, 
which I regard as a crime against humanity.... 
I regard what’s happening with regards to so- 
called gender affirming care as the worst pro- 
fessional scandal ... since World War Two.” 


Berkeley Tries New Tack to Ban Natural Gas 


Last year, the 9th U.S. Circuit Court of Appeals unanimously 
overturned a measure passed by the Berkeley (California) City 
Council that would have prohibited natural-gas hookups in all 
newly constructed buildings in the city. Outraged left-wing 
groups “felt a need to ‘defend’ Berkeley’s mantle of being a lead- 
er on climate action,” according to news website Berkeleyside, 
and immediately searched for a way around the court’s decision. 
Their solution? “Climate justice” groups organized to get the city 
to tax natural-gas consumption. 

The Daily Californian reported on August 6 that the gas-tax 
organizers had gathered enough signatures to get the measure 
on the ballot, and that the Berkeley City Council approved the 
initiative on July 30. 

The Large Buildings Fossil Fuel Emissions Tax, the initiative 
that voters will consider in November, applies to buildings of at 
least 15,000 square feet — about the size of a small apartment 
building. Organizers estimate the city will rake in $23 million a 
year from the tax, which will apply to about 609 buildings. The 
City Council’s report on the initiative forecasts a $26.7 million 
windfall in the tax’s first year. 

According to Berkeleyside’s review of the measure, 90 percent 
of the funds raised “would be earmarked to support city programs 
that convert buildings in Berkeley to cleaner energy sources” (in- 
stalling heat pumps, solar panels, etc.), and the other 10 percent 
“would go toward union-represented city positions and cover 
administrative expenses for the city’s decarbonization program.” 

The measure prohibits landlords from passing along the cost 
of the tax to their tenants. That provision alone would surely 


exacerbate the city’s already severe housing shortage. Plus, the 
Daily Californian noted, the tax would “compound the problem 
that existing taxes are already considerably higher in Berkeley 
than other Bay Area locations,” and probably lead to higher food 
and service prices and a loss of businesses. 

If favored by a majority of voters in November, the measure 
would take effect January 1, with the initial tax payments due in 
February 2026. 
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Tulsi Gabbard Reportedly Under “Quiet Skies” Surveillance 


Journalism website UncoverDC reported 
on August 4 that the Transportation Secu- 
rity Administration’s (TSA) “Quiet Skies” 
program, which is supposed to track terror 
suspects traveling by air, has targeted former 
U.S. Representative Tulsi Gabbard, a fierce 
critic of Vice President Kamala Harris. The 
surveillance began a day after Gabbard criti- 
cized Harris publicly. 

The controversial program, under which 
federal air marshals track airline passen- 
gers who might be a terror threat, was ex- 
posed in 2018 when a newspaper revealed 
that it tracked innocent Americans. Mar- 
shals track individuals from their arrival at 
the airport through the end of their flights. 
Their boarding passes are marked with 
SSSS, and they are subjected to extra searches. 

Sonya LaBosco, executive director of the Air Marshal Na- 
tional Council (AMNC), which advocates for the marshals, told 
UncoverDC that “at least one [whistleblower] is ready to go on 
the record with pertinent documentation.” “Gabbard is unaware 
she has two Explosive Detection Canine Teams, one Transpor- 
tation Security Specialist (explosives), one plainclothes TSA 
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Supervisor, and three Federal Air Marshals 
on every flight she boards,” UncoverDC 
continued. 

The site further noted that “LaBosco and 
AMNC President David Londo have re- 
peatedly testified on behalf of FAMS [Fed- 
eral Air Marshals]. They have also written 
countless letters concerning the classifica- 
tion of innocent Americans as domestic ter- 
rorists to the Committee on Homeland Se- 
curity and Government Affairs, the House 
Homeland Committee, the Committee on 
the Weaponization of the Federal Govern- 
ment, and the House Oversight Committee. 
... LaBosco believes TSA and Homeland 
Security are violating citizens’ constitu- 
tional rights in a “big domestic surveillance 
grab’ that seems to be targeting conservatives.” 

LaBosco told UncoverDC that Gabbard’s enrollment in the 
program is “likely politically motivated.” “Air Marshals were 
first assigned to Gabbard on Jul. 23, a day after she criticized 
Kamala Harris, [Joe] Biden, and the National Security State in an 
interview with Laura Ingraham.” Air marshals “were mobilized 
on Jul. 24 and assigned to their first flight with her on Jul. 25.” 


Vot-ER Registers Psychiatric Patients to Vote 


Doctors at Penn State University’s Pennsylvania Psychiatric In- 
stitute are registering their patients to vote, the Washington Free 
Beacon disclosed on August 6. Citing the institute itself, the web- 
site notes that most patients can’t even handle “activities of daily 
living,” and that “some are ‘suicidal, aggressive, or dangerous to 
themselves or others.”” 

“Located in a swing state that could decide the 2024 election, 
the hospital asks psychiatric inpatients, regardless of diagnosis, if 
they would be interested in ‘voter registration tools’ that let them 
check their nearest polling station and register to vote online,” the 
website reported. “Patients can also request a mail-in ballot with 
‘assistance’ from hospital staff, according to a pair of papers about 
the [Vot-ER] project, which began in 2020.” 

Vot-ER was founded by Alister Martin, a Harvard Medical 
School emergency physician and advisor to Vice President Kamala 
Harris on voting rights and “health equity.” His organization “has 
helped more than 50,000 doctors register their patients to vote.” 

Noting that Vot-ER is a Democratic operation, the Free Beacon 
explained that doctors have used the organization’s material to reg- 
ister patients across a panoply of healthcare facilities, including 
cancer hospitals and palliative care facilities in addition to psychi- 
atric hospitals. The group’s hard-left activities include training on 
nonexistent “medical racism.” 

Not surprisingly, “According to documents obtained by the Wash- 


ington Examiner ... amid a tightening presidential race, [ Vot-ER] 
appears to be targeting traditional Democratic voting blocs.... The 
group even has scripts doctors can use to encourage ‘undocumented 
patients’ to register their “friends and family members who are citi- 
zens’ to vote.” The documents also revealed that in the run-up to the 
2020 presidential election, ““no psychiatric diagnoses were exclud- 
ed’ from the institute’s voter registration drive ... during which time 
nearly a fifth of the [Pennsylvania] hospital’s patients had been in- 
voluntarily committed and nearly a fourth had psychotic disorders.” 
According to the Free Beacon, psychiatrists at the Penn State 
sanitarium claim that “psychiatrists [have] an ‘ethical obligation’ to 
register their patients to vote.... “We argue that social and political 
engagements naturally complement our expertise.’” 
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“T just want to express my frustration, Director, that 17 days and whatever it’s been that whistleblowers 
are telling us more than you are, and you don’t know, you haven’t ascertained if there was supposed 
to be law enforcement on the roof! That seems like a pretty basic fact! I’m also told that local law 
enforcement suppliers offered the Secret Service drones, and you declined them. Is that true?” 
Senator Josh Hawley (R-Mo.) grilled U.S. Secret Service Acting Director Ronald Rowe during July 
30 testimony before the Senate Judiciary Committee and Senate Homeland Security and Governmental 
Affairs Committee on the attempted assassination of former President Donald Trump. Regarding the 
drones, Rowe dodged by stating that they should have taken up the offer if it was made. 


“Plaintiffs’ son, L.P., was mistakenly given a single dose of the Pfizer BioNTech COVID-19 vaccine 
at a state-sponsored vaccine clinic at L.P.’s school. Plaintiffs sued various named and unnamed state 
and school defendants. We conclude that defendants are immune from suit under the Federal Public 
Readiness and Emergency Preparedness Act (PREP Act).” 

In late July, the Vermont Supreme Court ruled that Dario and Shujen Politella cannot sue their 
child's school district even though the six-year-old was jabbed against their wishes. The ruling, from 
which this quote is taken, also notes that the child “verbally protested,” stating, “Dad said no.” 


“It’s now openly admitted. There are multiple forms of weather modification. I specifically found the one of stratospheric 
aerosol injection, and collectively around the globe, we have to understand it is now being admitted because they’re saying 
it’s combating climate change. Well, the climate change we need to be worried about is man-made climate engineering, also 
known as geoengineering.” 

A reporter with kla.tv interviewed U.S. Air Force whistleblower Kristen Meghan, who served as a bioenvironmental engineer 
for nine years. She said her quest to debunk “chem trails” led her to the realization that they were “actually coming right 


out of my office.” 


“What today’s opinion does — it says now ... prior to even presenting a weapon in self-defense, you must 
use and utilize any reasonable means of retreat. I agree with Justice [Paul] Thissen who wrote in the dis- 
sent to this opinion that this just flies in the face of human nature. It ignores the ability that firearms have 
to de-escalate an encounter.” 

Rob Doar, senior vice president of the Minnesota Gun Owners Caucus, posted this message on social 
media about his state's July 31 Supreme Court opinion requiring retreat before displaying a weapon, even 
when facing bodily harm. This expands Minnesota 8 existing “duty to retreat” requirement, which dictates 
that prior to using deadly force a victim must attempt retreat. Notably, the new ruling fails to define “re- 
treat,” leaving parameters ambiguous. 


“Better watch out, there’s no way to stop it now / You can’t escape, it’s too late / Look what you’ve done, there’s no place 
that you can run / The monster’s made, we must pay.” 

These lyrics, from a 1977 song called “Supernature” by Marc Cerrone, were part of the 2024 Olympic opening ceremony 
in Paris. Wikipedia claims the “song has an environmental theme,” but it is the title track to an album with a hedonistic 
motif. The album cover includes two people dressed as Anubis, an Egyptian god depicted as a man with the head of a dog, 
and one dressed as the “pig-god” Set. In mythology, Anubis is a defender of Osiris (Dionysus), and Set is his adversary. 
To imagine this mere coincidence in the face of the overt Dionysian symbolism throughout the opening ceremonies would 
be obtuse at best. 


— Compiled by Rebecca Terrell 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 
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This question has vexed lovers of freedom for millennia. 
In this essay, we survey what great minds have said on the subject. 
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by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


“If the lusts of those who are too strong 
for the tribunals of justice cannot other- 
wise be restrained than by sedition, tu- 
mults, and war, those seditions, tumults, 
and wars, are justified by the laws of God 
and man.” 
— Algernon Sidney, Discourses Concern- 
ing Government, Chapter II, Section 24 


hen is it justifiable for a Chris- 
tian to take up arms against a 
tyrannical government? As 


we witness the relentless erosion of our 
rights, the purposeful skyrocketing cost 
of living and erosion of the value of our 
currency, and the undeniably increasingly 
authoritarian actions of those in power, 
many believers are grappling with a pro- 
found question: At what point must we 
follow the example of our forefathers at 
Lexington and Concord? Should Chris- 
tians, whose faith commands peace, also 
stand ready to resist tyranny with force 
when necessary? Where does our duty to 
God intersect with our duty to defend lib- 
erty? When is enough enough? 

These are profound questions to which 
present circumstances demand answers. 
There are forces now polarizing America 
and goading Americans toward civil war. 
The enemies of liberty would prematurely 
precipitate deadly conflict to tear apart 
our union, and there are reckless, fool- 
ish, and impatient souls who are willing 
to oblige them. On the other side are the 
timid and pacifistic, who argue that even 
contemplating armed resistance to tyr- 
anny is to be “anti-government,” an “ex- 
tremist,” a criminal “insurgent,” or a “ter- 
rorist.” Must we accept oppression upon 
oppression until we are reduced to a state 
of utter despotism? Where is the prudent 
and responsible patriot to look for guid- 
ance in the rapidly accelerating troubles 
of our times? 

Read the following quotations and see 
if you can detect the faint outline of a tem- 
plate for when it is morally justifiable to 
take up arms against tyrants. 

From the Declaration of Independence: 


Joe Wolverton II, J.D. is The John Birch Society's 
constitutional law scholar. He is also the host of 
The New American’s new radio show 2A for Today, 
which debuted in July on 50 stations. 


www. TheNewAmerican.com 
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Time to fight: The Battle of Lexington marked the first armed resistance to British tyranny, 
setting a precedent for the Americans’ fight to protect their independence and liberty, even to the 


taking up of arms. 


“Prudence, indeed, will dictate that Gov- 
ernments long established should not be 
changed for light and transient causes; 
and accordingly all experience hath 
shewn, that mankind are more disposed to 
suffer, while evils are sufferable, than to 
right themselves by abolishing the forms 
to which they are accustomed. But when a 
long train of abuses and usurpations, pur- 
suing invariably the same Object evinces 
a design to reduce them under absolute 
Despotism, it is their right, it is their duty, 
to throw off such Government, and to pro- 
vide new Guards for their future security.” 

From Emer de Vattel’s The Law of Na- 
tions (1758): “As it is very difficult to op- 
pose an absolute prince, and it cannot be 
done without raising great disturbances in 
the state, and the most violent and danger- 
ous commotions, it ought to be attempted 
only in cases of extremity, when the public 
misery is raised to such a height, that the 
people may say with Tacitus — miseram 
pacem vel bello bene mutari — that it is 
better to expose themselves to a civil war, 
than to endure them.” 

From Algernon Sidney’s Discourses 
Concerning Government (1698): “If it 
be said that the word sedition implies 
that which is evil; I answer, that it ought 
not then to be applied to those who seek 


nothing but that which is just; and tho the 
ways of delivering an oppressed people 
from the violence of a wicked magistrate, 
who having armed a crew of lewd villains, 
and fatted them with the blood and con- 
fiscations of such as were most ready to 
oppose him, be extraordinary, the inward 
righteousness of the act doth fully justify 
the authors. He that has virtue and power 
to save a people, can never want a right 
of doing it.” 

From Hugo Grotius’ The Rights of War 
and Peace (1625): “A free people may 
make war against their prince. First there- 
fore, those princes who depend on the 
people, whether they at first were estab- 
lished on that foot, or their authority was 
thus rendered subordinate by a posterior 
agreement, as in Sparta, if they offend 
against the laws, and the State, may not 
only be resisted by force; but if it be nec- 
essary, may be punished by death.” 

From John Trenchard and Thomas Gor- 
don’s Cato s Letter, No. 55 (1720-1723): 
“If we read the stories of the most cele- 
brated heroes of antiquity (men of whom 
the present world is not worthy) and con- 
sider the actions that gained them their 
highest reverence and renown, and rec- 
ommended their names to posterity with 
the most advantage; we shall find those 
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in the first rank of glory, who have re- 
sisted, destroyed, or expelled tyrants and 
usurpers, the pests, the burdens, and the 
butchers of mankind. What can be more 
meritorious, what more beneficent to the 
world, than the saving of millions of men 
at the expense of one grand murderer, one 
merciless and universal plunderer? And 
can there be any better or other reason 
given for the killing of any guilty man, 
but the preserving of the innocent?” 
From Patrick Henry in debates at the 
Virginia convention for ratifying the Con- 
stitution (1788): “Guard with jealous at- 
tention the public liberty. Suspect every 
one who approaches that jewel. Unfortu- 
nately, nothing will preserve it but down- 
right force. Whenever you give up that 
force, you are inevitably ruined.... The 
great object is that every man be armed.... 
Everyone who is able may have a gun.” 
Do these wise words from these wise 
men — men from whom our Founding 
Fathers derived their concepts of good 
government and the right of 
the people to make and destroy 
government — provide any help 
in answering the question with 
which we opened this article? 
War is the ultimate trial by 
force to which otherwise peace- 
ful people resort when all other 
methods to preserve, protect, and 
defend their lives, liberty, and 
property have proven futile. 
When the laws of God and 
man are trampled upon by those 
who wield power with impunity, 
when the ambitions of the pow- 
erful surpass the restraints of the 
courts, when all peaceable and 
legal pleas for redress have been 
spurned, when there is no other 
recourse, and the plain result of 
additional forbearance will be 
to subject oneself and society to 
complete despotism, then rebel- 
lion and resistance are not only 
justified — they are demanded 
by both divine and human law. 
It is not necessary to exhaus- 
tively catalog every situation 
that justifies such resistance, but 
three circumstances consistently 
lead to righteous rebellion. 
First, when an individual or 
group seizes the mantle of lead- 
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ership without rightful authority — when 
they claim power that is not theirs by law 
or by the consent of the governed — they 
become tyrants, and resistance becomes 
a duty. 

Second, when those who have been le- 
gitimately elected or appointed to office 
extend their term beyond the limits set 
by law, they defy the very principles that 
gave them their position. They become 
usurpers, and to oppose them is to stand 
with the law. 

Third, even within the bounds of a law- 
ful term, if those in power overreach — 
if they wield their authority in ways not 
sanctioned by law or twist their lawful 
powers to serve ends that betray the spirit 
of the law — then they have turned into 
oppressors. In such cases, resistance is not 
only justifiable, but obligatory. 

The clarity of these truths is so evident, 
so fundamentally clear, that they scarcely 
require explanation. To deny these prin- 
ciples is to deny the right of self-preser- 


Standing against tyranny: Patrick Henry, renowned for his 
declaration “Give me liberty, or give me death!” embodied the spirit 
of justified rebellion against tyrannical governance in early America. 


vation, a right embedded in every living 
being. This is a truth so self-evident that 
any attempt to argue against it is futile. 
Those who cherish their rights and the lib- 
erty of their country need no further proof 
of this undeniable right to defend oneself. 

Yet, there are individuals among us 
who are so corrupted in nature and so ma- 
lignant in their beliefs that they twist the 
natural law and undermine both civil law 
and divine mandates. It is against these 
adversaries that we must stand firm. It 
is for the sake of the righteous, for those 
who have lost or may lose loved ones in 
the noble defense of liberty, that I write 
these words — not to convince the incor- 
rigible, but to strengthen the resolve of 
the virtuous. 

The right to self-defense is a principle 
as old as humanity itself. It is not a mere 
human construct, but a divine imperative, 
written into the very fabric of existence. 
Every creature, from the smallest to the 
mightiest, is endowed with the instinct to 
preserve its life and liberty. 

Throughout history, this right 
has been recognized and upheld 
by the greatest men and the most 
enduring nations. It is a principle 
sanctified by the blood of those 
who have suffered and died for 
it. The annals of history are re- 
plete with examples of those 
who stood firm against tyranny, 
sealing the truth of self-defense 
with their sacrifices. 

Consider the era of British 
tyranny in America. From the 
first shots fired at Lexington 
and Concord on April 19, 1775, 
to the bitter struggles at Bunker 
Hill, Americans did not rush 
headlong into war. They peti- 
tioned, they remonstrated, they 
sought every peaceful means to 
avoid bloodshed. But when their 
pleas were dismissed with con- 
tempt and it became clear that 
nothing less than total submis- 
sion would satisfy their oppres- 
sors, they took up arms in de- 
fense of their God-given rights. 
Their success was a testament to 
the righteousness of their cause, 
a cause that was, and still is, 
blessed by the Almighty. 

This, then, is the legacy we in- 
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herit: the right to resist tyranny, to defend 
our lives, our liberties, and our sacred 
honor. When the government becomes a 
terror to the people it is meant to serve, 
when it forsakes the laws of God and 
man, then resistance is not only justified 
— it is commanded by the highest laws 
of heaven and earth. Let those who love 
liberty stand firm, for in the defense of 
our God-given rights we find our highest 
duty and our greatest honor. 

To defend the lawfulness of taking up 
arms against tyranny, we need only turn 
to the writings of history’s most learned 
defenders of liberty — works such as Lex, 
Rex (Samuel Rutherford, 1644), Killing No 
Murder (anonymous, 1657), A Hind Let 
Loose (Alexander Shields, 1687), and Jus 
Populi Vindicatum (Sir James Stewart, 
1669). The champions of justice who wrote 
these works argue compellingly for defen- 
sive war, whether under the direction of 
a lawful assembly or against the abuse of 
power when all other means of safeguard- 
ing rights and liberties have been exhaust- 
ed. Their message is clear and relevant: 
When all other avenues of recourse fail, the 
oppressed have the divine and moral right 
to rise in defense of their freedom. 

Consider our own American expe- 
rience. The Colonists had no British 
Parliament to turn to; instead, they 
placed their trust in a Congress of their 
own making. They never contested the 
king’s right to govern within the bounds 
of law, but when he and his ministers 
began ruling contrary to those laws, the 
Colonists justly took up arms to defend 
themselves. 

The principle that self-defense is both 
lawful and necessary is not just theoretical; 
it is deeply rooted in history. Consider the 
Maccabees, who resisted the tyranny of An- 
tiochus Epiphanes with remarkable bravery, 
defending their religion and their freedoms 
against overwhelming odds. Their victory, 
celebrated in Jewish tradition as Hannukah, 
stands as a testament to the righteousness of 
their cause. Similarly, the people of Helve- 
tia (modern-day Switzerland) fought back 
against their tyrannical nobles and suc- 
ceeded in forming a free state. 

In both cases, these oppressed peoples 
were justified in their resistance, and their 
courage led to triumph. 

In more modern times, the Dutch threw 
off the shackles of Spanish tyranny and 
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God-given right: The natural right of self-defense includes the moral imperative and legal right to 
the armed protection of life and liberty against criminal and tyrannical threats. 


established a flourishing state. The French 
Huguenots defended their religion and 
liberties against royal persecution. The 
Hungarians, Poles, Danes, and Swedes 
each resisted their oppressive rulers, prov- 
ing that the right to resist tyranny is uni- 
versal and timeless. 

Scripture, too, offers numerous exam- 
ples supporting this principle. The Israel- 
ites resisted the Midianites, Moabites, and 
Philistines when these nations oppressed 
them. Gideon, with a small force, defeat- 
ed the Midianites with God’s blessing. 
The Israelites resisted King Rehoboam’s 
harsh rule and established a new king- 
dom. The city of Libnah revolted against 
King Jehoram because of his idolatry, and 
the priest Jehoiada led a successful revolt 
against the usurper Athaliah, installing 
Joash as the rightful king. 

Scriptural precepts further reinforce 
our duty to resist tyranny. Proverbs 24:11- 
12 urges us to rescue those being led to 
death, Isaiah 1:17 calls us to defend the 
oppressed, and Zechariah 2:7 commands 
Zion to deliver herself from oppression. 
In Luke 22:36, Jesus advises His disciples 
to provide for their defense, even if it 
means acquiring swords. These teachings 


seemingly make it clear: Christians have 
a moral imperative to protect themselves 
and others from unjust aggression. 

The prayers of the saints often include 
pleas for divine assistance in resisting 
oppressors. Psalm 44 expresses hope in 
God’s help in defeating enemies, and 
Psalm 149 celebrates the honor of ex- 
ecuting judgment upon oppressive rulers. 
These prayers reflect a profound belief 
in the righteousness of self-defense and 
the expectation of divine support in such 
endeavors. 

Some argue that resisting authority is 
never lawful, reducing people to passive 
subjects of tyranny. But this view is dan- 
gerously flawed. It is our duty to resist 
both the abuse of lawful power and the 
usurpation of power to protect our lives, 
liberties, and the future of our country. To 
fail in this duty by cowardice or indiffer- 
ence is to betray our nation, our brethren, 
and our posterity, surrendering them to 
the yoke of tyranny. 

The Bible teaches that lawful mag- 
istrates ordained by God should not be 
resisted. However, when those in power 
become tyrants, they forfeit their claim 
to divine ordination and can be resisted 
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without fear of damnation. Rebellion 
against lawful authority is indeed a griev- 
ous sin, as illustrated by the punishment 
of Korah, Sheba, and Absalom for their 
rebellion against Moses and David. But 
resistance to tyrants is not only lawful — 
it is necessary. 

Looking to the apostles and early 
Christians, we see no contradiction to this 
principle. They did not resist Roman au- 
thorities, not because it was unlawful, but 
because their mission was spiritual, not 
political. Their submission to suffering 
was a testimony to their faith, an example 
of how to endure persecution for the sake 
of Christ. However, this does not negate 
the right to resist when the cause is just 
and the means necessary to preserve life 
and liberty. 

The notion that all forms of resistance 
are unlawful is a gross misinterpretation 
of Scripture and history. The resistance of 
Moses to Pharaoh and the judges of Israel 
against their oppressors, and the revolts 
led by righteous leaders in the Bible, show 
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Divine imperative: Moses confronted Pharaoh in defiance of tyranny, demonstrating the 


there is a time and place for resistance. 
These actions were not rebellions against 
lawful authority, but necessary efforts to 
restore justice and order. 

The American War for Independence is 
a perfect illustration of this principle. The 
Colonists did not seek to overthrow law- 
ful authority; they sought to resist the un- 
lawful and tyrannical actions of the Brit- 
ish Crown. They fought to defend their 
rights and liberties, which were being 
systematically eroded by unjust laws and 
oppressive measures. Their cause was 
just, and their resistance was a lawful and 
necessary response to tyranny. 

Next, let us turn briefly, but crucially, 
to the wisdom of a couple of immeasur- 
ably influential Christian thinkers: Saint 
Augustine of Hippo and Thomas Aquinas. 

When facing the question of whether 
it is justifiable for Christians to take up 
arms against tyrants, it is essential to first 
understand when Christians are justified 
in taking up arms in the first place. This 
inquiry is not just a matter of strategy, 
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righteous authority of divine law against oppressive rulers in a timeless example of resistance. 
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but one of deep spiritual and moral sig- 
nificance, rooted in the teachings of our 
faith. The wisdom of Augustine of Hippo 
and Thomas Aquinas offers profound in- 
sights into this issue. These great think- 
ers, whose writings have guided Christian 
thought for centuries, grappled with the 
moral complexities of war, justice, and 
resistance. Their reflections are not mere- 
ly academic; they are practical tools for 
navigating the turbulent waters of tyranny 
and oppression. 

As Christians, we are called to be 
peacemakers, yet we are also called to de- 
fend the innocent and uphold justice. How 
do we reconcile these commands when 
faced with a government that tramples 
on our God-given rights and liberties? To 
answer this, we must delve into the teach- 
ings of Augustine and Aquinas, who pro- 
vide a framework for understanding the 
conditions under which armed resistance 
is not only permissible, but necessary. 
Their wisdom is a beacon, illuminating 
the path for those who seek to balance the 
demands of justice with the call to live 
in peace. 

Understanding their teachings is not 
just an intellectual exercise; it is a prepa- 
ration for the moral decisions that may 
confront us in our time. If we are to stand 
against tyranny as our forefathers did, we 
must first know when it is justifiable to 
take up arms as Christians. Only then can 
we act with the confidence that our cause 
is righteous and our actions are in line 
with the will of God. 


Saint Augustine of Hippo 

Saint Augustine’s thoughts on just war, 
particularly in his City of God and Con- 
fessions, provide an early Christian per- 
spective on the morality of warfare. For 
Augustine (354-430 A.D.), as well as for 
Aquinas (1225-1274 A.D.), there are pre- 
requisites that must be met in order for 
Christians to be morally certain that their 
choice to fight evil with the force of arms 
is justified. 

Defense of Peace and Justice: Augus- 
tine sees the defense of peace and justice 
as a legitimate reason for war. He argues 
that war can be a necessary tool to main- 
tain or restore order and protect the in- 
nocent from harm. 

Love and Charity: Augustine empha- 
sizes that even in the context of war, 
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Christians must act out of love 
and charity. This means that the 
ultimate goal should always be 
the restoration of peace and the 
protection of human dignity. Au- 
gustine’s perspective is that war 
should be an act of love toward 
the oppressed and a means of cor- 
recting the oppressor. 

Divine Command: Augustine 
acknowledges that war can be 
justified if it is commanded by 
God. This notion is rooted in the 
biblical tradition in which cer- 
tain wars were seen as divinely 
sanctioned. For Augustine, divine 
command provides a moral jus- 
tification for war that transcends 
human reasoning. 

Punishment of Evil: Augustine 
supports the idea that war can be 
a legitimate means of punishing 
evildoers. This aligns with his 
belief in the moral responsibility 
of the state to maintain order and 
justice. 
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Thomas Aquinas 

Thomas Aquinas’ comprehen- 
sive treatment of just war in 
Summa Theologica (I-H, Q. 40) 
remains foundational in both theological 
and philosophical discussions of warfare. 
For Aquinas, there are certain preexisting 
conditions that must be present in order 
for followers of Christ to be morally cer- 
tain that the Lord will hold them blame- 
less in taking up arms against enemies, 
foreign or domestic: 

Just Cause: Aquinas identifies specific 
scenarios that qualify as just causes for 
war, such as defense against unjust ag- 
gression, recovery of stolen property, and 
punishment of evil. He believes that with- 
out a just cause, the use of force is morally 
indefensible. 

Legitimate Authority: By emphasizing 
that only legitimate authorities can declare 
war, Aquinas ensures that the decision to 
go to war is subject to public accountabil- 
ity and not left to private individuals. This 
criterion helps to prevent personal vendet- 
tas and ensures that war is declared in the 
interest of the common good. 

Right Intention: Aquinas insists that 
the intent behind waging war must be to 
promote peace and justice. Even with a 
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just cause and legitimate authority, war 
must be conducted with the intention of 
achieving a good outcome, such as restor- 
ing peace or protecting the innocent, rather 
than for personal gain or revenge. 

Last Resort: Aquinas underscores that 
all other means of resolving a conflict 
must be exhausted before resorting to war. 
This criterion highlights the preference 
for peaceful resolution and diplomacy, re- 
flecting the Christian emphasis on peace. 

Proportionality and Probability of 
Success: Later interpretations of Aquinas 
incorporate the principles of proportion- 
ality and probability of success. Propor- 
tionality ensures that the violence used in 
war is not excessive relative to the injury 
suffered, while the probability of success 
criterion discourages futile or reckless 
wars. It also incorporates the principles 
of immunity for noncombatants (espe- 
cially women and children) and humane 
treatment of prisoners of war. 

Augustine of Hippo and Thomas Aqui- 
nas offer a robust framework for evaluat- 
ing the morality of war from a Christian 


ground: Saint Augustine of Hippo’s writings on just- 
war theory lay out the moral foundation for armed resistance, 
balancing faith and justice in confronting tyranny. 


perspective. Augustine introduces 
the importance of love, charity, 
and divine command in the con- 
text of war, framing it as an act 
of protection and restoration of 
peace and justice, while Aquinas 
provides structured criteria that 
emphasize just cause, legitimate 
authority, right intention, and the 
necessity of war as a last resort. 
These thinkers contribute to 
a nuanced understanding of just 
war that balances moral, legal, 
and practical considerations. 
Their combined insights help to 
ensure that war, when deemed 
necessary, is conducted in a way 
that minimizes harm, upholds 
justice, and ultimately aims for 
the restoration of peace. This 
framework continues to influence 
contemporary discussions on the 
ethics of war, providing a moral 
compass for evaluating military 
actions in a complex world. 


Moral Duty 

It is crucial to recognize that the 
right to self-defense is not only a 
natural right, but a moral duty. To 
stand idly by while tyranny and 
oppression destroy the lives and liberties 
of ourselves and others is to be complicit 
in evil. We are called to actively defend 
justice and to take up arms when neces- 
sary to protect the innocent and preserve 
our freedoms. 

The success of the American War for 
Independence testifies to the righteous- 
ness of that cause. Against overwhelm- 
ing odds, the Colonists stood firm in 
their conviction and ultimately achieved 
victory. Their struggle and sacrifice laid 
the foundation for a nation built on the 
principles of liberty and justice. Their ex- 
ample continues to inspire and remind us 
of the importance of defending our rights 
and freedoms against all forms of tyranny. 

The lawfulness, then, of taking up 
arms against tyranny is supported by the 
law of nature, historical precedent, scrip- 
tural examples, and divine precepts. It is 
our duty to defend our rights, liberties, 
and religion against unjust rulers. This 
truth, grounded in reason and faith, is 
self-evident and undeniable to those who 
value liberty and justice. Hl 
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Erich Pratt on Defending 
GOD-GIVEN RIGHTS 


2A for Today radio host Joe Wolverton and Gun Owners of America’s 
Erich Pratt discuss when Christians are morally justified in resisting tyrannical government. 


Interview by Joe Wolverton Il, J.D. 


the question of when Christians might 

be justified in taking up arms against 
tyranny is not just a matter of theoretical 
debate, but a matter of urgent, practical 
concern. The attacks on our God-given 
rights are relentless, and the pressure on 
those who hold to biblical principles is 
intensifying. It is in this context that we 
turn to the insights of Erich Pratt, the ex- 
ecutive vice president of Gun Owners of 
America, an organization dedicated to the 
preservation and defense of the Second 
Amendment. 

Pratt was interviewed by Joe Wolverton 
on his weekly radio show 2A for Today, 
which is sponsored by The New Ameri- 
can and broadcast on more than 50 sta- 
tions. The transcript that follows includes 


I n today’s increasingly turbulent times, 


the portion of that interview pertaining 3 


to when Christians are justified in resist- 
ing tyrannical government, even to the 
point of armed resistance. Pratt’s insights, 
drawn from both Scripture and the wisdom 
of our Founding Fathers, offer guidance in 
navigating these perilous waters. This is 
a conversation that every believer — and 
every patriot — should take to heart, as the 
stakes could not be higher. 


We have quite a topic 
for today, so I’m just going to jump in to 
give you plenty of time to opine and teach 
us, and maybe preach to us a little bit as 
well, given the topic. Today we’re talking 
about something that is on the minds of 
many Christians: When is it justified for 
a Christian to take up armed resistance 
against the government? Because today, 
no one can avoid seeing the news, read- 
ing the news, hearing the news, or just 
going outside and going to the grocery 
store and paying $7 for a gallon of milk 
and realizing that things are different than 
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they have been. It seems like things are 
getting worse, and the attacks by the gov- 
ernment on our rights are getting more 
severe, constant, and sustained. Many 
people, many Christians, are wondering: 
At what point are we justified in taking 
up arms as our fathers did at Lexington 
and Concord? Should Christians be gun 
owners? Should Christians be pacifists? 
Should Christians be actively involved in 
resisting tyranny? Where are these lines 
drawn? Erich, I know you’ve mentioned 
before on our show that you’re a believer 
in the Lord Jesus Christ, as am I. So, I 
would ask you, as a Christian and as the 
leader of the nation’s premier Second 
Amendment-protection organization, 
what do you think about this question: 
Christian disarmament and Christian 
pacifism — when are we justified in tak- 
ing up arms against a tyrant? 

Erich Pratt: So, yeah, there’s a lot there 
in that lead-up. For starters, yes, I am a 


Christian, and I’ve looked very intently 
at these questions. It’s probably good to 
start with whether it’s right for Christians 
to be armed. I’m sure, Joe, you’ve run 
into people, bona fide Christians, who 
would answer “no” to that question, and 
I’ve met them. 


I’ve run into them at church, Erich, 
if you can believe it. Even when they 
know who I am and what I do, I literally 
run into people at church who say, “Well, 
Jesus didn’t carry a sword around. So why 
would you be armed?” 

Pratt: Right, classic. Yeah, Jesus didn’t 
have a sword. There are pastors out there, 
some who preach really good sermons on 
a lot of topics, but when it comes to this 
topic, they flake off. There’s a lot to dig 
into. 

Let me start with a story to show that 
what we’ re talking about is not some ivory- 
tower doctrine that has no practicality for 
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real life. I know a guy who fits this mold. 
He’s a missionary in South Africa, born 
there, and he had served in the military. 
When he was out, his thinking was that 
arms were something for the military and 
police, not Christians. One thing we talked 
about on the last show [24 for Today], Joe, 
was that my dad headed up Gun Owners of 
America for roughly 40 years. He would 
travel around the country and to other 
countries, and on a visit to South Africa, 
he was on a preaching tour, talking about 
Second Amendment rights from a bibli- 
cal perspective. This missionary, Charl 
van Wyk, was in the audience. He heard 
things from the Bible he had never heard 
before, and it got him digging. He came 
to the conclusion that not only do I have a 
right to be armed, I have a duty to protect 
the life that God has given me. He started 
carrying a firearm. Less than two months 
later, he was sitting in a church service 
on a Sunday evening. If anybody wants 
to Google the St. James massacre in Cape 
Town, he was there that night. Several ter- 
rorists broke in with illegal machine guns 
and homemade hand grenades and started 
murdering people. He saw pews blow up, 
flashbangs, and everything. As soon as 
he got his wits about him, he pulled his 
firearm, got closer for a better shot, and 
fired. He hit one of the terrorists, which 
sent them fleeing and stopped the attack. 
They intended to kill dozens and dozens 
of people but only managed to kill 11. 


The police awarded him for saving scores 
of lives. He even visited these terrorists 
in jail, preached the Gospel to them, and 
gave them a Bible. Someone said about 
that, “First Charl gave them a bullet, then 
he gave them a Bible.” The point is, had 
he not heard my dad connecting the dots 
on what the Bible says about the right and 
duty to be armed, he might have died that 
night; certainly more would have. 

What we’re talking about here has 
real-life practicality. I cringe when I see 
American pastors mistreating the Bible or 
saying that if someone attacks my wife, 
I can show him the love of Christ by not 
shooting him. I mean, I can show you 
sermons or articles that Christian pastors 
have written. It’s terrible. 

Let’s just go through some of the pas- 
sages, even though we probably only have 
time to scratch the surface. For example, 
in Exodus 22, there’s a passage saying if 
someone is breaking in to your home at 
night and you strike a fatal blow, the de- 
fender is not guilty of bloodshed. There’s 
a distinction made that if the thief is break- 
ing in during the daytime and you kill him, 
you are guilty of bloodshed. Historically, 
this has been understood that if someone 
is stealing your stuff and not threatening 
your life, you don’t have the right to kill 
him. But if someone invades your home, 
your life is in danger, and you have a right 
to protect it. This is the historic, common- 
law understanding. I should point out, 
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because some listeners might be thinking 
about Texas, that Texas is the one excep- 
tion where you could shoot a thief on your 
property even if they’re running away. 
Setting Texas aside, all 49 states and his- 
torically the common law have interpreted 
this passage the same way. Notice the pas- 
sage says if you strike the thief and they 
die, you’re not guilty of bloodshed. That 
could be a fist, a rock, or a speeding rock, 
like a bullet. 


Christians always talk about how 

the government does not give us our 
rights; God does. Well, guess what, Chris- 
tian? You did not give yourself your life; 
God gave you your life. By protecting 
your life, the life of your family, the life of 
your loved ones, are you not protecting the 
temple of God, a gift from God? It would 
make no sense that God created us to just 
sit there and be abused when he gave us a 
brain and people like Winchester, Smith & 
Wesson, John Browning, and all the rest, 
who enabled us to take what you’re talk- 
ing about in Exodus and make that rock 
out of lead and fire it really fast. It doesn’t 
make any sense to think that God would 
say, “Well, your body is my temple, but 
if someone wants to hurt you, I guess you 
just have to let them.” 
Pratt: And you just have to love them 
even. Moving along, there are a lot of pas- 
sages in Nehemiah 4 where the workers 
rebuilding the wall are working with a tool 
in one hand and a weapon in the other be- 
cause they’re under threat from locals. In 
Esther, the Jews were going to be wiped 
out on a certain day, but Esther prevails 
upon the king to issue a decree allowing 
the Jews to defend themselves, and they 
kill and destroy their enemies. This coun- 
ters what some pastors say about showing 
attackers love. Esther didn’t tell the Jews 
to just be persecuted; she allowed them 
to protect themselves, and they wiped out 
their attackers. David says in the Psalms, 
“God, if you allow me to die, is the dust 
going to praise you?” He also says, “Praise 
be to the Lord my God who trains my fin- 
gers for battle and my hands for war.” 


How many times in the Bible does 
it compare the Christian to a sharpened 
arrow in the quiver of the Lord? Gideon 
and the Midianites is another example. 
God didn’t tell Gideon to let them beat 
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him. This doesn’t make any sense. And 
the way you’re doing this systematically 
by citing Scriptures shows that this isn’t 
just your opinion. These are the scriptures, 
and you can’t treat the Bible like a buffet. 
Pratt: The period of the Judges has great 
examples. In Judges 4 and 5, Deborah 
sings about how Israel had been disarmed, 
making them fearful of their captors. In 
1 Samuel 13, the Philistines sent raiding 
parties into Israel, disarming the Isra- 
elites so they would be subject to them. 
Not a blacksmith could be found in Israel 
because the Philistines didn’t want the 
Hebrews to make swords or spears. This 
was effective weapons control. When they 
went to battle, only Saul and Jonathan had 
swords. 


I remember writing an article about 
the disarmament of the Jews in the 1930s 
and how Hitler’s proclamations claimed 
to increase safety by disarming the peo- 
ple. They said registering guns would help 
solve armed crimes, but it was about dis- 
armament. 

Pratt: And a criminal doesn’t register his 
firearm or leave it at the crime scene. It’s 
preposterous. 


But that’s the sort of thing we hear, 

that it’s for safety. Pastors overlook this. 
One of my favorite verses is when the 
Lord says, “Come, let us reason together.” 
This is the creator of the universe conde- 
scending to reason with me. If you’re 
sincere and read these verses Erich has 
laid out, you see that God intended us to 
defend ourselves and use our creativity to 
do so. God did not send us here as slaves 
to tyrants. He sent us to become sons and 
daughters of God. How can you not see 
that in the Scriptures? 
Pratt: It’s also compelling to look at the 
words of Jesus Himself. His mission was 
to come as Savior, and He could have 
called on legions of angels, but He laid 
down His life for us. Yet, even then, in 
Luke 11:21, He says, “When a strong 
man, fully armed, guards his own house, 
his possessions are safe.” This physical 
truth supports a spiritual point, but it also 
affirms the importance of being armed. 
The police can’t always protect us. In 
Luke 22, Jesus tells His disciples, “If you 
don’t have a sword, sell your cloak and 
buy one.” This is significant. 
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Historically, this has been understood that if someone is 
stealing your stuff and not threatening your life, you don’t have 
the right to kill him. But if someone invades your home, your 
life is in danger, and you have a right to protect it. 


Disarmed: This artist’s impression of Philistine soldiers slaughtering disarmed Israelite captives 
is illustrative of the vulnerability of a disarmed populace. 


I love that verse because it acknowl- 
edges that His followers might be counted 
among the lawless for possessing swords. 
He knew it would be illegal, yet He en- 
couraged them to buy swords. 

Pratt: We hear about “assault weapons” 
like the AR-15, but swords were the “as- 
sault weapons” of their day. In Genesis 34, 
Jacob’s sons wiped out an entire town with 
swords. Jesus was telling His disciples to 
get swords, the preeminent weapon of their 
day. When Peter used one to cut off Mal- 
chus’s ear, Jesus healed it and told Peter 
to put the sword back in its place, not to 
get rid of it. Jesus never said, “Those who 
live by the sword will die by the sword.” 
He said, “Those who draw the sword will 
die by the sword.” Founding-era minister 
John Lathrop of Boston explained that 


this means those who unjustly take up the 
sword will face consequences. Jesus was 
not calling His disciples to defend Him 
because He had to lay down His life. This 
teaching shows that Jesus supported the 
right to keep and bear arms. 


Amen. Let’s turn now to the few 
minutes we have left. In the Founding Era, 
preachers would get up and preach armed 
resistance to tyranny, saying it is not only 
the right, but the obligation of a Christian. 
A tyrant does what even God Himself will 
not do: force you to do something. If you 
allow a tyrant to force you to do some- 
thing, you are placing that tyrant above 
God. These are the things they preached 
from the pulpit. Erich, when is enough 
enough? When would Christians be justi- 
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Responsibility: A free people must 

be responsible for theirown safety, 
Firearm ownership sh@ulld not be taken 
lightly, and proper training is essential 
to maintain the readiness to defend 
one’s life and the lives of others. 


fied in taking up arms against a tyrannical 
government? 

Pratt: Answering “when” is not easy. 
Our Founding Fathers struggled with 
that and admitted as much in the Dec- 
laration of Independence, saying it 
shouldn’t be done for light and tran- 
sient causes. They followed the pattern 
of David. First, he fled from Saul, then 
appealed through Jonathan, and finally, 
he was ready to fight. The Founding 
Fathers fled persecution, made appeals 
to the king, and when those failed, they 
were ready to take up arms. They fol- 
lowed a deliberate process. 


We need men like Patrick Henry, 
George Washington, James Madison, 
Thomas Jefferson, and John Adams again. 
They recognized the obligation to seek di- 
vine guidance and counted on Providence 
to bless them. They knew it was serious, 
but also knew they had an obligation. 
They fled, appealed repeatedly, and were 
ignored. They can stand before the Lord 
confident that they did their best to avoid 
taking up arms. 

Pratt: Samuel Rutherford’s book Lex, 
Rex means “the law is king” rather than 
“the king is law.” Our Founding Fathers 
upheld the law and didn’t act lawlessly. 
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They fled for over 100 years, appealed for 
over 10 years, and even after Lexington 
and Concord, they issued one last appeal. 
They took up arms, but they would lay 
them down once the attacks stopped. This 
was a long process and a collaborative ef- 
fort from all 13 Colonies. 


We need men like this again who 
recognize the role of faith in our found- 
ing. The role of the clergy in preaching 
not only the Gospel but the truth about 
freedom and liberty is crucial. What do 
we need now to be prepared for such an 
event if it occurs? 

Pratt: People need to be able to protect 
themselves. The attacks on our property 
and lives might come from home invad- 
ers or rulers, so we need to be prepared to 
defend ourselves against both. We need 
wisdom and to study what the Founders 
said and what the Bible says. We need 
to be firm in our faith and 

understanding of — 
God’s word, just 
as much as we 
need to be ready to 
protect ourselves. 
Our Founding Fa- 
thers were well- 
read and learned, 
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wise people. Studying and preparing is 
very important. 


Erich, thank you so much for your 
time, for your wisdom. I’m so grateful to 
you for your time and for your efforts, and 
honestly may God continue to bless you in 
all your righteous undertakings. 

Pratt: Well, Joe, [really appreciate that. And 
let me just encourage people. You know, a 
great place to start the study of some of the 
things that Joe and I are talking about here 
is an article on our website [gunowners.org] 
called “The Bible, Guns, and the Second 
Amendment.” That article goes into a lot of 
the history, a lot of what the founding pastors 
said, as well as a lot of the Scriptures dealing 
with this topic. So that’s a great place to start. 


Thank you, Erich. We have our 
homework. 
Pratt: Yes, sir. And thank you so much for 
having me on the show, Joe. 


@ Additional copies of this issue of The 


New American are available at quantity- 
discount prices. To place your order, visit 


www.shopjbs.org. 


THE NEW AMERICAN ¢ SEPTEMBER 16, 2024 


AP Images 


Miljan Zivkovié/Adobe Stock 


FALSE FLAGS & 


¥ rs Coe heen os = wi * 


AGENTS PROVOCATEURS 


DEEP STATE WAR ON AMERICA 


Beware of FBl-soonsored and media-promoted “neo-Nazi,” “racist,” 
“extremist,” and “hate speech” attacks aimed at discrediting patriots. 


by William F. Jasper 


T he world we inhabit is a danger- 
ous place. From common crimi- 
nals to hostile regimes, threats 
and enemies (foreign and domestic) 
abound. Human history will dispose the 
prudent man to protect himself, his fam- 
ily, his community, and his nation not only 
against robbers, murderers, thieves, and 
thugs, but also against potential invading 
armies and their spies and fifth columns. 
Thus, as well as arming ourselves, we also 
establish sheriff’s and police departments, 
militias, and military forces. And to pro- 
vide guidance and early threat warning to 
these protectors, we establish intelligence 
agencies and intel units within police and 
military forces. 

Intelligence services have been deemed 
essential from time immemorial. We read 
in the Bible (Numbers 13:1-31) that Moses 
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sent 12 spies (one from each Israelite tribe) 
into Canaan to scout the land and report on 
its inhabitants. Later we read that Joshua 
sent spies into Jericho before the Israelites 
attacked the heavily fortified city (Joshua 
2:1). The Egyptian, Babylonian, Assyr- 
ian, Persian, Greek, Roman, Aztecan, and 
Mongolian empires all had extensive intel- 
ligence networks. Sun Tzu, China’s famed 
military strategist of the fourth century 
B.C., wrote in The Art of War of the abso- 
lute necessity of reliable spies for victory 
in battle. 

Without sound intelligence, even the 
most powerful of kingdoms is like the 
blinded Samson, the Hercules of the Old 
Testament. In Milton’s Samson Agonistes, 
the chained strongman bewails his plight: 


O loss of sight, of thee I most com- 
plain! 

Blind among enemies, O worse than 
chains, 

Dungeon, or beggery, or decrepit 
age! 


Confederate General Robert E. Lee must 
have identified with Samson during his 
stinging defeat at Gettysburg, where he 
was left blind by the absence of General 
Jeb Stuart’s cavalry, which he regarded as 
his “eyes and ears.” 

However, if intel services are essential, 
they are also perilous. The maxim attribut- 
ed to George Washington that government 
is “force,” and that “like fire it is a danger- 
ous servant and a fearful master,” applies in 
spades to military, police, and intelligence 
services. As the Romans learned (repeat- 
edly), the Praetorian Guard, an elite mili- 
tary-police-intelligence unit, turned out to 
be as much a danger to the republic as it 
was a defender. The Praetorians were ever 
at the center of coups, conspiracies, and as- 
sassinations. They would play key roles in 
Rome’s civil wars, as history shows in the 
Year of the Four Emperors (69 A.D.), the 
Year of the Five Emperors (193 A.D.), and 
the Year of the Six Emperors (238 A.D.). 
In 193, the Praetorians were involved in 
the assassination of Emperor Commodus 


21 


(famously portrayed in the movie Gladia- 
tor by Joaquin Phoenix), and 87 days later 
killed his successor, Emperor Pertinax. 
They then auctioned off the imperial title 
to the highest bidder, Didius Julianus, who 
was killed 66 days later. 


From Cheka to KGB, FSB, MI6, CIA 

In the past century, modern intelligence 
communities have grown into globe-strad- 
dling apparatuses that dwarf in scope and 
nature the cloak-and-dagger escapades of 
ancient Rome. In addition to the traditional 
espionage, palace intrigues, coups, and as- 
sassinations, they have become masters of 
psychological warfare, propaganda, disin- 
formation, mass surveillance, social engi- 
neering, and more. 

With the triumph of Lenin’s Bolsheviks 
in 1917, the world was about to experience 
the depths of demonic totalitarianism. “We 
stand for organized terror — this should 
be frankly admitted.” So declared “Iron 
Felix” Dzerzhinsky, ruthless head of the 
dreaded Cheka that would terrorize Russia 
with mass arrests, torture, and executions. 
The Cheka and its successors (OGPU, 
NKVD, NKGB, KGB, FSB), and its So- 
viet military intelligence counterpart, the 
GRU, did not limit their activities to Rus- 
sia; they quickly spread their communist 
network across the planet. 


One of the Cheka’s most notable ac- 
complishments, which pertains to our topic 
here, was its wildly successful “Operation 
Trust” (aka “The Trust’’), a grandiose false- 
flag operation that ran from 1921 to 1925. 
A false-flag operation is a strategic decep- 
tion that is frequently used by governments 
in which their agents carry out violent 
and/or criminal acts while disguised as 
foreign adversaries or internal opponents. 
The purpose might be to cause incidents 
that could be used to falsely justify going 
to war against the foreign power that has 
been framed with a bogus, dastardly act; 
or the objective might be to discredit do- 
mestic political opposition to falsely justify 
arresting, prosecuting, imprisoning, or (in 
the extreme) executing them. 

In 1921, the fledgling Bolshevik dicta- 
torship was facing widespread resistance. 
Its brutal rule inflamed opposition from 
all Russian strata — peasants, proletariat, 
bourgeoisie, soldiers, aristocrats — as well 
as from Russian émigrés and their sympa- 
thizers throughout Europe and America. 
The Trust strategy involved inventing a 
fake anti-Bolshevik underground called the 
Monarchist Organization of Central Russia 
(MOTsR) that carried out elaborate sham 
operations against the communists’ police 
and military bases. By making it appear that 
MOTSR was a huge anti-communist orga- 
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MI6-CIA-KGB: Britain’s MI6 (HQ building shown) set up the U.S. CIA. The MI6 and CIA have become 
more like the Soviet KGB and Chinese Ministry of State Security they are supposedly opposing. 
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nization that had penetrated all levels of the 
Bolshevik regime, the Cheka was able to 
lure opposition inside and outside Russia 
into their clutches and exterminate them. 

Western nations, particularly Great Brit- 
ain and America, followed suit, developing 
intelligence agencies that have gradually 
morphed into entities that have increas- 
ingly adopted the methods of the Soviet 
enemy they were ostensibly founded to 
oppose. The British domestic and foreign 
intel units — MI5 and MI6, respectively 
— and their U.S. counterparts, the FBI and 
CIA, are joined by an additional 15 U.S. 
intelligence agencies, including such mas- 
sive organizations as the National Secu- 
rity Agency, Defense Intelligence Agency, 
and National Reconnaissance Office. That 
should make us totally safe, right? Oh, if 
only that were true. To the contrary, it is 
becoming increasingly apparent that we 
are being trapped inside an Orwellian Big 
Brother surveillance state. 

More and more, rather than protecting 
our freedoms and our constitutional Re- 
public, the “intelligence community” (IC) 
seems to be serving what has come to be 
called the Deep State — our unelected, 
permanent shadow government that inexo- 
rably concentrates and centralizes power, 
whether the institutional levers of power 
are under titular Democratic or Repub- 
lican control. Totalitarian states such as 
the Soviet Union and Communist China 
have an obvious advantage when it comes 
to false-flag operations and propagating 
their phony narratives, since they own 
and rigidly control the media and means 
of communication and ruthlessly suppress 
all reports and opinions that deviate from 
the Party line. In the United States and Eu- 
rope, the globalist elites, as represented by 
the Council on Foreign Relations, Royal 
Institute of International Affairs, Council 
of Councils, Trilateral Commission, and 
World Economic Forum, have, over the 
past century, gradually acquired near- 
complete control of the legacy Fake News 
media, while their members have been 
placed in charge of the military, police, and 
intelligence services. To this can be added 
tech and social-media platforms such as 
Google, YouTube, and Facebook. The glo- 
balist elites do not yet hold the unbounded 
power of the Russian KGB/FSB or the 
Chinese Ministry of State Security, but 
they’re working on it! Thus their efforts to 
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gain complete censorship power 
over the internet to “protect” us 
from politically incorrect “dis- 
information” emanating from 
sources label-lynched as “right- 
wing extremists,” “conspiracy 
theorists,” “fascists,” “racists,” 
“white nationalists,” etc. 

To gain absolute power, the 
Deep State megalomaniacs 
must keep us agitated and fear- 
ful through contrived emergen- 
cies, crises, wars, near-wars, 
riots, and insurrections. The 
January 6, 2021 Capitol “insur- 
rection” and the official cam- 
paign of vicious lawfare that 
has followed in its wake have 
awakened millions of Ameri- 
cans to the frightening reality 
of the transformation of our 
IC from protector to oppressor. 
It’s important to realize that 
this didn’t happen overnight; it 
has been a slow-motion proc- 
ess that has been methodically 
implemented over decades. It’s 
equally important that Ameri- 
cans become “street savvy” to 
false-flag operations so that we 
are not victimized and manipu- 
lated by them. 

These operations have been used by the 
intelligence agencies of communist states 
as well as Western “democracies” to dis- 
credit conservatives as racist and antise- 
mitic and to justify more restrictions on 
freedom in the name of combating extrem- 
ism and terrorism. In the space we have 
available here, we can present but a frac- 
tion of the many examples of these opera- 
tions. Not all our examples have been ab- 
solutely proven, since in many cases much 
of the evidence remains sealed. However, 
going from history and a close examina- 
tion of the available evidence — including 
the motive, opportunity, and means — ra- 
tional, reasonable people can add 2 and 2 
and arrive at 4. The examples below, for 
the most part, have been dealt with more 
comprehensively in past issues of The New 
American. 


= 


East Germany — Stasi’s “Nazis” 

As the Cold War kicked off following 
World War II, Communist East Germany’s 
secret police (the Stasi) and their Soviet 
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“Fedsurrection”? The January 6, 2021 storming of the U.S. 
an “insurrection” without firearms in a nation of MAGA gun owners, 
was tailor-made for false-flag operatives 


overlords began a decades-long campaign 
to disrupt and discredit West Germany with 
neo-Nazi provocations. In addition to pro- 
Hitler demonstrations, they sent agents to 
deface Jewish cemeteries and synagogues 
with swastikas, and to engage in high-pro- 
file assassinations and bombings. While 
the Stasi-Nazi connections were long sus- 
pected, many were not confirmed until the 
release of Stasi files in the 1990s. Here are 
a few of the Stasi false flags: 

Adolf Eichmann trial — During the 1961 
trial of the notorious Nazi SS commander 
Adolf Eichmann, the Stasi channeled 
money to West Germany to fund groups 
publicly supporting Eichmann. Together 
with a swastika-graffiti campaign and vi- 
cious anti-Jew rhetoric, the pro-Eichmann 
publicity was used to portray Germany as 
still incorrigibly pro-Nazi. 

Benno Ohnesorg murder — On June 2, 
1967, student demonstrator Benno Ohnes- 
org was shot dead by a West Berlin police- 
man, Karl-Heinz Kurras. Ohnesorg was 
Germany’s equivalent of George Floyd. 
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The shooting and the two sub- 
sequent trials in which Kurras 
was acquitted led to riots and 
radicalization of students. It 
was mayhem made to order for 
the communists. Kurras had 
been a top Stasi agent inside the 
West Berlin police since 1955. 

Socialist Reich Party — 
Major General Otto Ernst 
Remer, who had served as 
Adolf Hitler’s bodyguard, 
founded Germany’s neo-Nazi 
Socialist Reich Party (SRP) in 
1949. Shortly before his death 
in 1997, Remer admitted to 
SRP funding by the Stasi and 
that his neo-Nazi activists were 
trained by the Soviets. 

Odfried Hepp — During 
the 1970s and ’80s, the vio- 
lent activities of the neo-Nazi 
Wehrsportgruppe Hoffmann 
(Hoffmann Military Sports 
Group) caught global attention. 
The “right-wing” group was 
an arm of the Stasi. The most 
notorious of its members was 
terrorist bomber Odfried Hepp, 
who teamed up with the Pales- 
tine Liberation Front of Achille 
Lauro hijacking/murder infa- 
my. Hepp escaped arrest and fled to East 
Berlin, where the Stasi provided him with 
a new identity. 
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West Germany — BfV’s “Nazis” 

The communist Stasi’s motive for pro- 
moting neo-Nazis in the West makes 
perfect sense. But why would West Ger- 
many’s Federal Office for the Protection 
of the Constitution (Bundesamt fir Ver- 
fassungsschutz, BfV) do the same thing? 
The BfV is Germany’s federal domestic 
intelligence agency, responsible for pro- 
tecting the country’s internal security from 
subversives and foreign agents. However, 
like our own intelligence agencies, it has 
repeatedly been exposed promoting vio- 
lence and subversion. 

Wolfgang Frenz— A founder of Germa- 
ny’s neo-Nazi National Democratic Party 
(NPD), Frenz was from 1961 to 1995 a 
paid undercover operative for the BfV. Ac- 
cording to his own account, he received 
1.6 million marks from the government. 
However, rather than “protecting the con- 
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stitution,” as the BfV is tasked to 
do, Frenz was undermining it at 
the BfV’s direction. 

Udo Holtmann — A member of 
the NPD executive board, Holt- 
mann was also publisher of the 
NPD’s Deutsche Stimme, which 
printed many of Frenz’s racist and 
incendiary rants. It turns out he 
was a BfV operative for 24 years. 
Ditto for other NPD leaders. They 
provided the pretext for the “hate 
crime” and “hate speech” legisla- 
tion that attacks the freedom and 
rights of all Germans. 

Tino Brandt — A founder of 
the group Thuringia Homeland 
Protection, Brandt was one of 
the most notorious of Germany’s 
neo-Nazis in the 1990s and early 
2000s. During this time, he was 
also a BfV agent (a “V-man”) and 
was repeatedly protected by the 
agency. Brandt, a flaming homo- 
sexual and pedophile, was finally 
convicted of 66 cases of child 
prostitution and sexual abuse of 
children and young people, and 
sentenced to five years in prison. 


FBI — OKC, WTC, 9/11, J6 

Andreas Strassmeir — The bombing of the 
Alfred P. Murrah Federal Building in Okla- 
homa City on April 19, 1995, killed 168 
people (including 19 children) and injured 
hundreds more. Despite originally citing 
a John Doe and “others unknown” as co- 
conspirators with Timothy McVeigh, Bill 
Clinton’s Department of Justice and FBI 
settled on McVeigh as a lone bomber, with 
minor help from Terry Nichols. However, 
considerable evidence from extensive in- 
vestigations by The New American sug- 
gested that Andreas Strassmeir, a German 
military/intelligence asset who was in the 
United States illegally, was involved in 
the bombing. The evidence included: 1) 
Federal ATF undercover informant Carol 
Howe, who testified that she accompanied 
Strassmeir to surveil the Murrah Building 
prior to the bombing; 2) Strassmeir’s ille- 
gal training of residents of the rural Okla- 
homa encampment known as “Elohim 
City” in firearms and explosives; 3) Strass- 
meir’s admission that he knew McVeigh; 
4) McVeigh’s phone call to Elohim City 
for Strassmeir immediately after renting 
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Red Nazis: During the 1961 trial of Nazi war criminal Adolf 
Eichmann, Communist East Germany’s secret police, the Stasi, 
orchestrated bogus pro-Nazi provocations in West Germany to 
discredit the West and keep the Nazi “threat” alive. 


the Ryder truck used for the bombing; and 
much more. While claiming to be scour- 
ing the earth for co-conspirators, the FBI 
intentionally ignored Strassmeir, allowing 
him to slip across the border into Mexico 
and back to Germany. 

Dennis Mahon — A former leader of 
the Ku Klux Klan and the White Aryan 
Resistance, Mahon is a notorious racist 
and neo-Nazi. He was also an admitted 
acquaintance of Timothy McVeigh, a close 
associate of Strassmeir, and a regular visi- 
tor to Elohim City. According to ATF in- 
formant Carol Howe, Mahon accompanied 
her and Strassmeir to scope out the Mur- 
rah Building for the bombing. ATF/FBI 
records show that Mahon had previously 
detonated a large bomb of the type used 
at the Murrah Building, whereas McVeigh 
and Nichols had not. Long before the 
OKC bombing, Mahon was suspected of 
being a protected federal informant due to 
repeated escapes from prosecution while 
his confederates were sent to prison. In 
2012, Mahon was convicted for the mail 
bombing of an official in Scottsdale, Ari- 


zona, and sentenced to 40 years 
in prison. 

Aryan Republican Army 
(ARA) — The six members of 
ARA (also known as the Mid- 
west Bank Robbers for a series 
of 22 bank robberies carried out 
from 1992 to 1996) were regu- 
lar visitors to and inhabitants 
of Elohim City. Evidence sug- 
gests the ARA provided funds 
to Timothy McVeigh. In 2003, 
Danny Defenbaugh, the FBI 
agent in charge of the Okla- 
homa City bombing investiga- 
tion, told John Solomon of The 
Associated Press that during his 
OKC probe he was unaware of 
a McVeigh-ARA-Elohim City 
connection. He claimed to have 
only learned of that connection 
after he retired, and said if he 
were still in the FBI he would 
reopen the investigation. His 
claim is ludicrous, however, 
because this magazine repeat- 
edly exposed the ARA-Elohim- 
McVeigh ties and tried to get 
the FBI to investigate. Besides, 
as we also reported, federal of- 
ficials later acknowledged in 
court documents that Elohim City founder 
and patriarch Robert Millar was a longtime 
FBI informant, including during the time 
of the bombing and its “investigation.” 

Ali Mohamed — A top operative in al- 
Qaeda, Islamic Jihad, and Hezbollah terror- 
ist groups, Egyptian army officer Ali Mo- 
hamed also worked for the FBI, the U.S. 
Army Special Forces, and (most likely) 
the CIA. Over the course of a decade and a 
half he was permitted to train terrorists and 
carry out terror attacks under the protection 
of U.S. government officials. He trained the 
terrorists for the 1993 World Trade Center 
bombing, which killed five people and in- 
jured more than 1,000, and the deadly 1998 
U.S. Embassy bombings in Kenya and Tan- 
zania. He also served as a personal body- 
guard for Ayman al-Zawahiri and Osama 
bin Laden. This incredible story was told in 
the explosive 2006 exposé Triple Cross by 
award-winning ABC reporter Peter Lance. 

Ramzi Yousef and Khalid Sheikh Mo- 
hammed — Amazingly, Ali Mohamed 
was also a key asset with Ramzi Yousef 
(mastermind of the 1993 WTC bombing) 
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and Khalid Sheikh Mohammed (master- 
mind of the 9/11 attacks). All three of 
these individuals are also implicated in 
the 1995 Oklahoma City bombing via 
Terry Nichols and his connections to 
Abu Sayyaf in the Philippines, as well as 
via the 9/11 terrorist hijackers who were 
trained in Oklahoma. The repeated “mis- 
takes” by DOJ/FBI higher-ups in protect- 
ing these individuals in disregard of the 
urgent warnings of their own field agents 
defies all explanations short of treason. 
Ray Epps & Jo Fed-surrection — In the 
immediate aftermath of the so-called in- 
surrection of January 6, 2021, the FBI re- 
leased a “wanted” poster for those involved 
in “violence at the United States Capitol.” 
Prominent among those pictured was Ray 
Epps, who could be seen in videos on Janu- 
ary 5 and 6 stirring up the crowd to “go 
into the Capitol.” His actions smacked so 
much of being a federal agent provocateur 
that members of the crowd can be seen on 
video pointing to him and yelling “Fed! 
Fed! Fed!” In a text message to his nephew, 
Epps boasted of his January 6 actions, say- 
ing, “I was in the front with a few others. I 
orchestrated it.” Yet, amazingly, after alter- 
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native media, such as Revolver News, made 
an issue of Epps’ provocations, the FBI 
dropped him from their list of “wanted” sus- 
pects without explanation. All of a sudden, 
Epps became a hero of The New York Times 
and The Washington Post (favorite conduits 
of the FBI/CIA) and a star witness for the 
Nancy Pelosi/Liz Cheney sham January 6 
Committee. Finally, after members of Con- 
gress continued to make an issue of Epps, 
the Biden/Harris DOJ decided to indict 
him on a one-count misdemeanor charge 
of “disorderly conduct in a restricted area.” 
No inciting insurrection. No felony obstruc- 
tion. No civil disorderly conduct. No tres- 
passing. Typical of Merrick Garland’s DOJ 
sweetheart deals (think Hunter Biden), Epps 
was sentenced to one year of probation, 100 
hours of community service, and $500 res- 
titution. Meanwhile, peaceful tourists who 
were escorted into the Capitol by police are 
still rotting in jail. Agent provocateur? The 
evidence and the DOJ/FBI treatment point 
to no other reasonable conclusion. 

More Fed-surrectionists — Still un- 
explained is the glaring disinterest of 
Christopher Wray’s FBI in the many ad- 
ditional unidentified Epps-type individu- 
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als who played leadership roles in the J6 
Capitol melee. Players identified as “NW 
Scaffold Commander” and “Fence Cutter 
Bulwark,” for instance, remain at large, 
while DOJ/FBI sends SWAT brigades to 
terrorize grandmas. According to Repre- 
sentative Clay Higgins (R-La.), a former 
sheriff, his investigation indicates that 
there may have been as many as 200 fed- 
eral agents at the J6 event, with many act- 
ing as agents provocateurs. The DOJ, he 
says, is still refusing to release important 
video and photo evidence. And Christo- 
pher Wray and Merrick Garland have re- 
peatedly dodged congressional questions 
about fed involvement. 


On It Goes: Manufacturing Threats 

In October 2020, scant weeks ahead of the 
presidential election, the FBI scored the 
sensational arrest of 13 men for plotting 
to kidnap Michigan Governor Gretchen 
Whitmer. This was, trumpeted the media, 
another example of Trump’s MAGA rhet- 
oric promoting violent action. However, 
when the case made it to court, we learned 
not only that most of the plot participants 
were FBI agents and informants, but also 
that the feds had scripted, directed, and 
paid for the whole thing. Moreover, they 
pushed and prodded the reluctant “perpe- 
trators.” In other words, there would have 
been no plot without the FBI. Interest- 
ingly, the FBI agent in charge of cooking 
up the fake Whitmer kidnapping plot, Ste- 
ven D’ Antuono, was then put in charge of 
Washington, D.C., office, just in time for 
the fake Capitol insurrection. 

On August 1, 2024, Wired magazine 
carried an extensive report on Joshua 
Caleb Sutter, a neo-Nazi Satanist and an 
infamous publisher and promoter of vile 
and violent child sexual abuse. According 
to Wired, court documents show Sutter has 
been an FBI operative for nearly 20 years. 

The proof continues to pile up that virtu- 
ally every “neo-Nazi,” “fascist,” “racist,” 
and “jihadist” group of any significance 
is thoroughly infiltrated — if not outright 
organized and controlled — by the FBI or 
other federal intel agencies. While intelli- 
gence services are necessary for national 
and local security, the harsh lessons of his- 
tory from ancient times to the present show 
us that if we do not exercise short leashes 
and vigilant oversight, our protectors will 
become our oppressors. 
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TIM WALZ 


MINNESOTA RADICAL 


The Left celebrated Tim Walz's selection as Kamala Harris’ 
running mate. His record explains why. 


by Peter Rykowski 


ice President Kamala Harris’ se- 
\ / lection of Minnesota Governor 
Tim Walz as her running mate 
for the upcoming presidential election 
surprised many political observers. The 
prevailing thinking was that she would 
choose someone — specifically, Penn- 
sylvania Governor Josh Shapiro — who 
could appeal to moderate, swing-state vot- 
ers. In fact, at noon on August 5, the day 
before Harris announced Walz’s selection, 
the election-betting aggregator site Elec- 
tion Betting Odds gave Shapiro a 64.7 per- 
cent chance of being selected, compared to 
Walz’s 20.7 percent — and this was after 
Walz’s odds had more than tripled from 
just three days earlier. 


Peter Rykowski is a research associate for The John 
Birch Society, managing JBS‘s legislative alerts, and 
is editor of the JBS Bulletin. 
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What explains this upset? Well before 
Harris made her decision, it was clear that 
Shapiro was unpopular among the far-left 
wing of the Democratic Party. For ex- 
ample, a July 30 letter to Harris by nearly 
50 “progressive” activists warned against 
selecting Shapiro, as he would be an “un- 
necessary obstacle to grassroots organiz- 
ing, fundraising, and excitement” due to 
his relatively moderate policy positions 
on issues such as school choice and the 
environment. Other leftists attacked Sha- 
piro for his perceived pro-Israel stance and 
relatively tough response to pro-Palestin- 
ian college protests. On the question of ap- 
pealing to moderates versus appeasing the 
far Left, Harris apparently chose the latter. 

Regardless, most Americans are unfa- 
miliar with Walz. According to an NPR/ 
PBS News/Marist poll conducted August 
1-4, 71 percent of respondents had either 
never heard of him or didn’t have enough 
information to form an opinion of him. 


So, who is Tim Walz? A look at his record 
reveals someone with far-left leanings — 
alien to the values of the Founding Fa- 
thers, but fitting right in with the modern 
Democratic Party. 


China, Gays, and a DUI 

Timothy James Walz was born April 6, 
1964, in West Point, Nebraska, but grew 
up mainly in Valentine. When he was 17, 
he joined the Army National Guard (more 
on that later), and after his father died of 
cancer two years later, Walz spent time 
in Texas and Arkansas before graduating 
from Chadron State College in Nebraska 
with a teaching degree. 

In 1989, the same year Walz gradu- 
ated from college, he traveled to China 
to participate in Harvard University’s 
WorldTeach program for one year. As a 
volunteer teacher, he taught American 
history and English at Foshan No. | High 
School in the province of Guangdong, in 
southern China. In a 1990 interview with 
the Star-Herald, Walz said this experi- 
ence “was one of the best things I have 
ever done.” 

Walz’s connections with China don’t 
end there. In 1993, “with a special invi- 
tation from the Chinese government,” 
he organized a student trip to China. The 
Communist Chinese government covered 
many of the trip’s expenses, and the fol- 
lowing year, it cosponsored student schol- 
arships with Walz and his wife, Gwen. 

After marrying on June 4, 1989 — 
the fifth anniversary of the Tiananmen 
Square massacre, and a date Walz seems 
to have chosen intentionally — the Walz- 
es honeymooned in China. They did not 
travel alone, but took two high-school tour 
groups, or about 60 students, with them. 
They later established the company Edu- 
cation Travel Adventures to organize stu- 
dent trips to China, running it until 2003. 
Altogether, Walz visited the country more 
than 30 times. His connections to the 
Communist Chinese government contin- 
ued through his tenure in Congress and as 
Minnesota governor, and he stated in 2016 
that he disagreed with the notion that U.S.- 
China relations should be “adversarial.” 

Walz and his campaign have attempted 
to deflect condemnation of his connec- 
tions to Communist China by pointing to 
his criticism of its human-rights record. 
Others disagree. Author and researcher 


THE NEW AMERICAN © SEPTEMBER 16, 2024 


Seamus Bruner has described Walz’s rela- 
tionship with China as “abnormal,” while 
Peter Schweizer of the Government Ac- 
countability Institute asserts that Walz’s 
student-exchange activities had “all the 
hallmarks of a close association with the 
CCP [Chinese Communist Party].” 

After returning from his 1989 trip to 
China, Walz taught in Nebraska and South 
Dakota before moving to Mankato, Min- 
nesota, in 1996, teaching and coaching at 
Mankato West High School. There his left- 
ist leanings became apparent, particularly 
in relation to the LGBT agenda. In 1999, 
Walz became the faculty advisor for the 
school’s first “gay-straight alliance” club, 
and he strongly supported its on-campus 
efforts to normalize homosexuality. Ac- 
cording to a report by The Washington 
Post, former students described him as “‘re- 
ally steadfast in his support” for the club’s 
activities and LGBT issues in general. 
Gwen Walz, a teacher at the same school, 
supported the LGBT agenda as well, de- 
claring unprompted in front of students 
as early as 1997 that her classroom was a 
“safe place” for homosexual students. At a 
time when homosexuality was still largely 
considered taboo, the Walzes’ support for 
a radical LGBT agenda is telling. 


In 1995, while still living in Nebras- 
ka, Walz was pulled over for driving 96 
mph on a 55-mph road. Initially facing 
driving-under-the-influence and speed- 
ing charges, he accepted a plea agreement 
that reduced his charges to reckless driv- 
ing. During his 2006 run for Congress, 
his campaign claimed that Walz was 
not drunk during the incident, but that 
there had simply been a misunderstand- 
ing because he had hearing problems at 
the time. However, according to a court 
transcript obtained by Alpha News, upon 
his arrest, Walz received a blood test that 
revealed a blood alcohol concentration 
of .128, well above the legal limit. This 
would not be the only time he misrepre- 
sented his past to voters. 


Stolen Valor 

Shortly after Harris chose Walz as her 
running mate, revelations about Walz’s 
service in the National Guard resurfaced. 
Highlighted in a 2018 paid letter to the 
West Central Tribune, retired Command 
Sergeant Majors Thomas Behrends and 
Paul Herr alleged that Walz “embellished 
and selectively omitted facts and circum- 
stances of his military career for years.” 
They wrote: 
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On September 18th, 2001 Tim Walz 
reenlisted in the Minnesota Army 
National Guard for six years.... 

In early 2005, a warning order was 
issued to the 1-125th Field Artillery 
Battalion, which included the posi- 
tion he was serving in, to prepare to 
be mobilized for active duty for a de- 
ployment to Iraq. 

On May 16th, 2005 he quit... His 
excuse to other leaders was that he 
needed to retire in order to run for 
congress. Which is false, according 
to a Department of Defense Direc- 
tive, he could have run and requested 
permission ... aS many reservists 
have. If he had retired normally and 
respectfully, you would think he 
would have ensured his retirement 
documents were correctly filled out 
and signed.... Instead he waited for 
the paperwork to catch up to him. His 
official retirement document states, 
SOLDIER NOT AVAILABLE FOR 
SIGNATURE. 

On September 10th, 2005 condi- 
tionally promoted Command Ser- 
geant Major Walz was reduced to 
Master Sergeant. It took a while for 
the system to catch up to him as it 
was uncharted territory, literally no 
one quits in the position he was in, 
or drops out of the academy. Except 
him. 


Curiously, on March 20, 2005, nearly two 
months before retiring and shortly after 
the warning order was issued, Walz’s 
congressional campaign issued a state- 
ment indicating that he would serve in 
Iraq if called upon. In it, Walz is quoted 
as saying, “I have a responsibility not only 
to ready my battalion for Iraq, but also to 
serve if called on. I am dedicated to serv- 
ing my country to the best of my ability, 
whether that is in Washington DC or in 
Iraq.” His superior officer, retired Com- 
mand Sergeant Major Doug Julin, has 
revealed that Walz told him the same pri- 
vately — before using a “backdoor proc- 
ess” to get approval to retire. 
Additionally, Walz’s official website bi- 
ography implies that he retired as a com- 
mand sergeant major, and he has made 
multiple statements — in speeches, op-eds, 
and campaign ads — referring to himself 
as a “retired command sergeant major.” In 
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Showing his true colors: As governor of Minnesota, Walz has supported and signed radical 
legislation on a wide range of subjects. This includes the Protect Reproductive Options Act, which 
enshrines abortion as a “fundamental right” in state law. 


reality, he retired one rank below that, as a 
master sergeant, something the Minnesota 
National Guard has confirmed. 

Walz has exaggerated his military expe- 
rience in other ways. In a 2006 campaign 
press release, he referred to himself as “a 
veteran of Operation Enduring Freedom.” 
While technically true (he was briefly de- 
ployed to Italy as part of the operation), 
the claim implied he served in Afghanistan 
when he never was deployed to a combat 
zone. And during a 2018 campaign speech 
in which he advocated gun control, Walz 
voiced support for banning “weapons of 
war that I carried in war.” While the Har- 
ris campaign, which initially highlighted 
a video clip featuring that gaffe, claimed 
that Walz “misspoke,” even the left-lean- 
ing Washington Post asserted his “lan- 
guage was sloppy and false.” 

In the days following his selection as 
Harris’ running mate, multiple Iraq and 
Afghanistan veterans — most notably, 
Republican U.S. senator and vice-presi- 
dential nominee J.D. Vance — denounced 
Walz for avoiding deployment to Iraq and 
making false or misleading statements. At 
a campaign stop in Michigan, Vance stat- 
ed, “When the United States Marine Corps 
... asked me to go to Iraq to serve my coun- 
try, I did it.... When Tim Walz was asked 
by his country to go to Iraq, you know 
what he did? He dropped out of the Army 
and allowed his unit to go without him.” 
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Ironically, as a member of Congress, 
Walz — unlike Vance — largely supported 
U.S. foreign entanglements. 


Walz in Congress 

In November 2006, Walz was elected to 
the U.S. House of Representatives for the 
1st Congressional District, covering rural, 
southern Minnesota, defeating incumbent 
Republican Representative Gil Gutknecht. 
Walz served from January 2007 until Janu- 
ary 2019, after winning election as Min- 
nesota’s governor. 

Walz is frequently described as having a 
moderate record while in Congress. For ex- 
ample, The New York Times states he “was 
largely regarded as a moderate Democrat” 
during this period. Former Speaker of the 
House Nancy Pelosi (D-Calif.), who served 
with Walz, claimed, “He’s not on the left. 
He was right down the middle, right down 
the middle in his values and leverage in 
the debate in the Congress.” Others point 
out that the National Rifle Association en- 
dorsed Walz from 2010 through 2016. (By 
contrast, Gun Owners of America initially 
gave Walz a “D” rating before downgrad- 
ing him to an “F.’”) 

An analysis of Representative Walz’s 
votes in Congress tells a different story. Ac- 
cording to The New American’s Freedom 
Index, which rates members of Congress 
based on their adherence to the U.S. Consti- 
tution, Walz’s lifetime rating is a dismal 20 
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percent. Out of every five votes, he voted 
contrary to the Constitution four times. 

For example, Walz repeatedly voted in 
favor of omnibus spending bills, most of 
whose provisions are not authorized by the 
Constitution, and which have contributed 
to the rapid rise in the U.S. national debt. 
He also consistently voted to raise or sus- 
pend the debt limit. Walz voted for Obam- 
aCare, one of the single largest expansions 
of the federal government, and opposed 
most attempts to repeal or limit it. 

He staunchly supported abortion, con- 
sistently voting in favor of federal fund- 
ing of abortion and Planned Parenthood. 
In 2017, he voted against legislation to 
prohibit abortion after 20 weeks. In a 
2018 campaign speech, Walz claimed that 
“my record is so pro-choice, Nancy Pelosi 
asked me if I should tone it down.” He 
repeatedly voted for greater federal in- 
volvement in local police, a policy that is 
both unconstitutional and dangerous, and 
voted to expand federal “hate crime” laws. 
Walz built a left-wing record on environ- 
mental issues, voting in favor of multiple 
federal laws and regulations to reduce 
greenhouse-gas emissions, and opposing 
increased oil and gas development. 

On foreign policy, Walz generally sup- 
ported foreign entanglements. He consis- 
tently supported foreign-aid bills, includ- 
ing stand-alone bills providing funding for 
Ukraine, Pakistan, and Syria; and he op- 
posed legislation to defund aspects of the 
United Nations. He opposed legislation to 
withdraw U.S. troops from Afghanistan and 
Libya, and voted for a resolution affirming 
U.S. support for NATO, another entangling 
alliance, one which undermines Congress’ 
constitutional power to declare war. To 
Walz’s credit, however, he voted for a 2007 
bill to withdraw U.S. forces from Iraq. 

Walz sometimes voted constitutionally. 
For example, in addition to the Iraq vote, he 
opposed bills to reauthorize the Foreign In- 
telligence Surveillance Act (FISA), which 
has been used to spy on Americans; voted 
for legislation to audit the Federal Reserve 
and to prohibit indefinite military detention; 
and opposed the sovereignty-eroding Trade 
Promotion Authority. However, these votes 
constitute a minority in his overall record. 


Perverted Justice 


In 2018, Walz won election as Minneso- 
ta’s governor, and assumed office early 
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the following year. During his first term, 
the Minnesota Legislature was divided, 
with Democrats controlling the House 
and Republicans controlling the Senate, 
preventing radical legislation from reach- 
ing his desk. The most consequential ac- 
tions during Walz’s first term came via 
executive action. 

When Covid-19 reached Minnesota, 
Governor Walz took a particularly draco- 
nian stance. On March 15, 2020, he or- 
dered the closure of public schools, and 
the following day, he signed Emergency 
Executive Order 20-04, decreeing the clo- 
sure of a wide range of “places of public 
accommodation,” including restaurants, 
bars, theaters, and gyms. Then, on March 
25, Walz signed Emergency Executive 
Order 20-20, titled “Directing Minneso- 
tans to Stay at Home.” This order declared 
that “all persons currently living within 
the State of Minnesota are ordered to stay 
at home or in their place of residence,” 
with only certain narrow exceptions. It 
also included a list of occupations deemed 
“critical” — all other workers were not ex- 
empted from the stay-at-home decree. The 
latter two orders both declared that any 
individual who “willfully violates” them 
“Zs guilty of a misdemeanor and upon con- 
viction must be punished by a fine not to 


Mostly peaceful protests? In May 2020, during the violent riots in response to George Floyd’s 


exceed $1,000 or by imprisonment for not 
more than 90 days.” 

These weren’t empty threats, as some 
business owners found out. In December 
2020 and January 2021, Lisa Hanson of 
Albert Lea, Minnesota, reopened her wine 
and beer bar in violation of Walz’s order. 
(By then, restaurants and bars were pro- 
hibited under Walz’s orders from allow- 
ing indoor seating.) For that simple act, 
Hanson was convicted in December 2021 
of six criminal misdemeanor charges. She 
was sentenced to 90 days in jail and fined 
$1,000. Furthermore, she was fined an ad- 
ditional $27,000, and the city of Albert 
Lea refused to renew her business’ lease. 
Hanson is just one example of Minnesota 
business owners who were targeted for 
daring to defy Walz’s shutdown orders, or 
whose lives were otherwise ruined. 

When allowing establishments to re- 
open, Walz made arbitrary and discrimi- 
natory decisions. For example, on May 13, 
2020, he signed an order allowing retail- 
ers to reopen at 50-percent capacity. How- 
ever, the order did not apply to churches, 
which were still prohibited from allowing 
more than 10 people in services. After a 
group of Lutheran and Catholic churches 
announced they would resume in-person 
gatherings anyway, Walz partially relented 


death, Walz delayed in deploying National Guard troops to Minneapolis. This contributed to the 
resulting destruction, which left an estimated $500 million in damage. 


Call 1-800-727-TRUE to subscribe today! 


AP Images 


and allowed in-person services at 25-per- 
cent capacity. 

The list of Walz’s Covid actions con- 
tinues. From March to November 2020, 
his administration set up a hotline for 
individuals to report on their neighbors 
for violating his Covid decrees. Accord- 
ing to an analysis by Alpha News, the 
hotline “generated thousands of reports 
... for things like playing basketball in a 
park, walking ... dogs, and throwing small 
parties.” Additionally, in July 2020, Walz 
mandated face masks indoors, and in Au- 
gust 2021, he ordered all state employees 
to show proof of vaccination to work in- 
person without a mask. 

Despite Walz’s zealotry at enforcing 
Covid mandates, his administration did a 
poor job of managing Covid relief funds. 
In September 2022, the U.S. Department 
of Justice charged 47 Somali migrants 
with stealing $250 million from a federal 
pandemic relief program administered 
by the Minnesota Department of Educa- 
tion (MDE). According to an audit by the 
state Office of the Legislative Auditor 
(OLA), this fraud was preventable, since 
the MDE “failed to act on warning signs 
known to the department.” OLA audits of 
other state agencies found poor manage- 
ment of funds, and the state is estimated 
to have lost more than half a billion dol- 
lars altogether. 

At the same time Minnesota business 
owners were targeted for challenging 
Walz’s Covid-shutdown orders, the gov- 
ernor took a light-handed approach to the 
“mostly peaceful protests” in Minneapo- 
lis following the death of George Floyd. 
According to a report by the Minnesota 
Senate Joint Committee on Transporta- 
tion and Judiciary and Public Safety, on 
the evening of Wednesday, May 27, 2020, 
two days after Floyd’s death, Minneapolis 
Mayor Jacob Frey requested that Walz ac- 
tivate the National Guard. However, Walz 
did not act on this request until the follow- 
ing afternoon, and troops only began ar- 
riving in Minneapolis more than 24 hours 
after the original request was made. The 
governor’s lethargy in deploying the Na- 
tional Guard contributed to the resulting 
destruction — more than 1,500 properties 
were vandalized or burned, with the total 
damage estimated at $500 million. 

This wasn’t the last time Walz failed 
to act. In June 2020, his administration 
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Leftist duo: Kamala Harris chose Walz as her running mate after pressure from the far Left to 


reject the more moderate Josh Shapiro of Pennsylvania. Prominent socialists have praised Walz’s 


addition to the Democratic ticket. 


failed to stop far-left activists from top- 
pling a statue of Christopher Columbus 
outside the state Capitol, despite having 
prior knowledge of this threat. In fact, 
state officials — including Walz — pub- 
licly voiced support for removing the stat- 
ue. The state ultimately dismissed charges 
against the ringleader of the vandalism. 
Walz exposed his attitude toward the riots 
in correspondence with his staff in which 
he asked them not to “put property above 
people” in their messaging. Thus, by the 
end of 2020, Walz had already built up a 
record of restricting the freedoms of law- 
abiding citizens while tolerating violent 
riots and vandalism. 


Radical Turn 

In the 2022 elections, Democrats won full 
control of the Minnesota Legislature. With 
only a one-seat majority in the Senate and 
a narrow majority in the House, the party 
rammed through radical legislation on a 
wide range of issues. Walz not only signed 
these bills, but vocally supported and en- 
couraged them. 

In fact, the 2023 legislative session 
was arguably the most left-wing in Min- 
nesota history. For example, Walz signed 
legislation allowing illegal aliens to ob- 
tain driver’s licenses, enroll in the state’s 
taxpayer-funded insurance program, and 
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receive in-state college tuition. On elec- 
tions, he signed bills creating automatic 
voter registration, expanding absentee 
voting, and entering Minnesota into the 
unconstitutional National Popular Vote 
Interstate Compact. Walz abandoned any 
remaining pretensions of being pro-Sec- 
ond Amendment, signing into law univer- 
sal background checks and a “red flag” 
gun-confiscation law, among other gun 
controls. He supports banning so-called 
assault weapons, which he has labeled 
“weapons of war.” He pursued a radical 
“climate change” agenda, including sign- 
ing legislation forcing utilities to gener- 
ate 100 percent carbon-free energy by 
2040 and taking steps to promote electric 
vehicles at the expense of gas-powered 
ones. He also significantly increased state 
spending, nearly wiping out a $17.5 bil- 
lion budget surplus from 2022. 

Walz implemented an extreme pro- 
abortion agenda as governor. In January 
2023, he signed the Protect Reproductive 
Options Act, which declared abortion a 
“fundamental right” and made Minnesota 
the first state to enshrine abortion into state 
law following the U.S. Supreme Court’s 
reversal of Roe v. Wade. A few months 
later, he signed legislation repealing virtu- 
ally all existing limits on abortion and de- 
funding pro-life pregnancy centers while 
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increasing the Medicaid reimbursement 
rate for abortions. The governor celebrat- 
ed these bills, declaring, “Here in Minne- 
sota, your access to reproductive health 
care and your freedom to make your own 
health care decisions are preserved and 
protected.” Sadly, preborn children now 
lack any protection in Minnesota. 

Walz has been just as radical in promot- 
ing the LGBT agenda. In March 2023, he 
signed an executive order protecting the 
ability of individuals to undergo “gender 
reassignment” procedures — including 
out-of-state children without parental con- 
sent. The following month, he signed a bill 
essentially codifying the order into state 
law, establishing Minnesota as a “trans ref- 
uge.” He also signed a bill banning “con- 
version therapy,” violating free-speech 
protections under the First Amendment 
of the U.S. Constitution. (In an MSNBC 
interview a few months earlier, Walz had 
claimed that “there’s no guarantee to free 
speech on misinformation or hate speech.”) 
As if that weren’t enough, Walz also signed 
a bill redefining “sexual orientation” to re- 
move a provision excluding pedophilia 
from the definition, and signed a separate 
bill requiring public schools to stock men- 
strual products in boys’ bathrooms — earn- 
ing him the moniker “Tampon Tim.” 

The list of radical measures signed and 
supported by Walz continues. But suf- 
fice it to say that, under his governorship, 
Minnesota has moved significantly toward 
full-blown socialism. And prominent so- 
cialists are praising Harris’ selection of 
Walz as her VP pick. Democratic Social- 
ists of America released a statement pro- 
claiming, “Harris choosing Walz as a run- 
ning mate has shown the world that DSA 
and our allies on the left are a force that 
cannot be ignored.” U.S. Senator Bernie 
Sanders (I-Vt.) said in an interview that 
Walz “passed some very good legislation,” 
while U.S. Representatives Ilhan Omar 
(D-Minn.) and Alexandria Ocasio-Cortez 
(D-N.Y.) reacted approvingly on social 
media to the announcement. 

One thing is clear: Walz has been deep- 
ly committed to radical, left-wing poli- 
cies since well before his political career 
began, and has worked to implement and 
entrench those policies ever since. By ex- 
amining Walz’s record, one has a good 
idea of what to expect if Kamala Harris 
enters the White House in January 2025. Ml 
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LEADERSHIP CONFERENCE HEADLINERS 
EXEMPLIFY STANDING IN THE GAP 


by William S. Hahn, 
CEO of The John Birch Society 


aith, family, and freedom. Those three cherished 
F values are under attack by the Deep State as part 

of a larger conspiracy to enslave mankind. Yet, 
as the Founding Fathers demonstrated in the late 1700s, 
patriots must lead by example to protect and preserve 
these values. 

Among today’s patriots doing so are Lieutenant Gen- 
eral Michael T. Flynn (Ret.), Pastor Paul Blair, and Liz 
Collin. All three have been featured in the pages of this 
magazine in the past, and all three will be headlining The 
John Birch Society’s 2024 Leadership Conference and 
Council Dinner in Laguna Hills, California, on Friday 
and Saturday, September 20-21. 

Friday evening will feature an informal director’s cut 
of the documentary film The Fall of Minneapolis, as re- 
searched and written by award-winning reporter and news 
anchor Liz Collin. Using her blockbuster book They ’re 
Lying: The Media, The Left, and The Death of George 
Floyd as a basis, the fearless Collin uncovers what really 
happened on Chicago Avenue and exposes the truth of the 2020 
George Floyd riots. 

Michael Flynn’s professional and personal struggles against 
the Deep State began when he was being considered as a po- 
tential VP pick for Donald Trump in the 2016 presidential elec- 
tion, and they intensified when he accepted the role of Trump’s 
national security advisor. Our interview with Flynn made the 
cover of our June 10, 2024 issue, and conference attendees will 
hear his story firsthand on Saturday, September 21, when they 
will have an opportunity to interact with him and purchase his 
DVD. 

Pastor Paul Blair heads Liberty Network, which includes 
churches in Oklahoma and Florida and provides Liberty Pas- 
tor Training Camps across the nation. A former football player 
for the Chicago Bears, Blair has trained thousands of pastors to 
help shape American culture by leading their flocks according to 
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biblical principles. On Satur- 
day evening, he will present 
“Biblical Principles of Civil 
Government,” emphasizing 
that God did not intend for 
man to be ruled by tyrants, Liz 

but gave us principles for Collin 

good governance. 

A raffle drawing will give attendees a chance to have lunch 
with these speakers. Members of The John Birch Society and 
other freedom supporters will be able to attend exciting sessions 
throughout the day on Saturday to learn more about best activist 
practices and effective tools that have led to many victories for 
the cause of liberty in 2024. 

Additional details are available, and tickets can be purchased, 
at JBS.org/conference24. 
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“Please Help 
Bury My Mama” 


Kayden, an 11-year-old boy from Rome, 
Georgia, faced the unimaginable loss of 
his mother, Shannon Mount, who passed 
away on July 8 at the age of 45. As his 
family was struggling with the expenses 
for her funeral, Kayden took matters into 
his own hands by setting up a hot dog 
stand to raise the necessary funds, 11 
Alive reported. 

For two days, Kayden sold hot dogs 
by the roadside in Rome, with a sign that 
read, “Please Help Bury My Mama,” hop- 
ing to receive donations. His heartfelt plea 
caught the attention of a person driving 
by, who shared his story on social media, 
sparking a wave of compassion and gen- 
erosity from people across the country. 

As word spread, donations began pour- 
ing in directly to the funeral home, and 
within hours the funeral expenses were 
covered. An online fundraiser set up to 
help Kayden raised more than $83,000, 
far exceeding its initial goal of $7,100. 
Kayden’s family reported on their Go- 
FundMe page that the extra money will 
go to support the boy as he grows, with 
some being put into a college fund. 

Thanks to the kindness of strangers, 
Shannon Mount was laid to rest on July 27. 

Moved by the generosity shown to him 
and his family, Kayden made the touch- 
ing decision to continue his hot dog stand, 
this time giving away the hot dogs for free 
as a gesture of gratitude. Living with his 
aunt, Jennifer Fife, Kayden expressed his 
heartfelt thanks, wanting to give back to 
those who had supported him during such 
a difficult time. 


Thwarted Robbery 


A North Carolina man has expressed 
heartfelt thanks to a brave bystander 
who intervened during a robbery at- 
tempt on the local light rail, as reported 
by WSOC-TV. 

The incident unfolded on a Monday af- 
ternoon while the victim was traveling on 
a Charlotte Area Transit System (CATS) 
train. At the Parkwood Light Rail Station, 
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another passenger suddenly snatched the 
man’s phone and bolted off the train. De- 
termined to reclaim his property, the vic- 
tim pursued the thief. 

“We ended up on the ground as I tried 
to stop him,” the victim shared, recalling 
the chaotic moment. “I was yelling for 
help the whole time.” 

Michael Zytkow, a fellow passenger, 
witnessed the altercation and decided to 
step in. He called 911 and managed to re- 
strain the alleged thief. “I was trying to 
keep the situation under control and get 
the phone back,” Zytkow told WSOC. 
“Eventually, I had to hold him down until 
the police arrived.” 

When the police got there, they took 
the suspect, identified as Darius Gilliard, 
into custody. They discovered several 
other phones in his backpack, indicating 
he might have targeted other passengers. 
Gilliard now faces common-law robbery 
charges and is being held at the Mecklen- 
burg County jail. 

The victim expressed deep appreciation 
for Zytkow’s intervention. “Without Mi- 
chael’s help, I don’t think I would have 
been able to handle it. The thief was very 
aggressive.” 


Semper Fidelis 


AUSS. Marine Corps veteran named Gerry 
Brooks passed away alone at the age of 86 
on May 18, less than a week after moving 
into a nursing home in Maine. Hundreds 
of strangers honored him at his funeral, 
showing the power of community and re- 
spect for those who served their country, 
The Associated Press reported. 

Riposta Funeral Home in Belfast, 
Maine, posted a call for volunteers to 
attend Brooks’ funeral and serve as pall- 
bearers. The response was overwhelming, 
and within minutes, they had to turn away 
volunteers due to the number of offers. 
A bagpiper, a pilot, and various veteran 
groups from across the state volunteered 
to make the service special. 

On June 20, the funeral took place at 
the Maine Veterans’ Memorial Cemetery 
in Augusta, drawing hundreds of attend- 
ees who wanted to pay their respects. The 


Patriot Guard Riders, a group dedicated 
to honoring veterans and first responders, 
escorted the hearse for 40 miles, from the 
funeral home to the cemetery, creating a 
solemn and respectful procession. 

At the cemetery, members of the Vet- 
erans of Foreign Wars performed a 21- 
gun salute, and a giant American flag 
was hoisted at the entrance. Despite not 
knowing much about Brooks’ life, those 
present felt a deep sense of purpose and 
honor in giving him a proper send-off. 


Surprise School Supplies 


The cost of purchasing school supplies 
can be a significant burden for both fami- 
lies and teachers. In a heartwarming story 
reported by WINK News, a generous 
stranger in Lehigh Acres, Florida, helped 
lift this burden for one dedicated teacher. 

First-grade teacher Emily Vinsand was 
preparing for this school year by stocking 
up on essential supplies such as crayons, 
scissors, notebooks, wipes, and Play-Doh. 
Her porch was filled with these items, 
ready for her students, because, as she 
explained, “It is a challenge for many 
families to provide school supplies for 
their children.” 

Vinsand also buys extra backpacks 
and lunch boxes each year. She typical- 
ly spends at least $500 out of her own 
pocket to ensure her classroom is well- 
stocked. 

Vinsand was ready to cover the cost 
of the supplies she was purchasing until 
an unexpected act of kindness occurred. 
While in line at the store where she was 
shopping, a stranger behind her offered to 
pay for her entire cart, which amounted to 
$800. “It was a huge, huge weight lifted 
off my shoulders,” Vinsand said. Initially 
in disbelief, she asked the stranger if he 
was sure about his generous offer, sug- 
gesting he could just buy a $20 gift card 
instead. However, the stranger insisted on 
covering the full amount. 

The generosity left Vinsand feeling im- 
mensely grateful, knowing that her stu- 
dents would benefit from the stranger’s 
kindness. 

— Raven Clabough 
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God, Man, and Government 


The Founders recognized that men “are endowed by their Creator with certain 
unalienable Rights,” and that governments are instituted to secure those rights. 


by Steve Bonta 


hat is the proper amount of gov- 
ernment? Not, as some might 
suppose, the complete elimi- 


nation of government, for anarchy has in- 
evitably proven fertile ground for despots. 
Nor, on the other hand, should governments 
be given unlimited authority to meddle in 
human affairs, for this inevitably leads to 
totalitarian abuses. Recognizing the need 
for government of some kind, human free- 
dom is best protected by crafting a govern- 
ment somewhere between the extremes of 
totalitarianism and anarchy, strong enough 
to protect rights and freedoms but not 
strong enough to violate them. 


Source of Rights 
The Framers of the Constitution had a clear 
vision of what the powers and limitations 


Steve Bonta is executive senior editor of 
The New American. This essay originally appeared 
in our September 11, 2000 issue. 
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of proper government should be, based on 
their understanding of where government 
derived its legitimacy in the first place. 
States the Declaration of Independence: 


We hold these Truths to be self-evi- 
dent, that all Men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Cre- 
ator with certain unalienable Rights, 
that among these are Life, Liberty, 
and the Pursuit of Happiness. That 
to secure these Rights, Govern- 
ments are instituted among Men, 
deriving their just Powers from 
the consent of the Governed. That 
whenever any Form of Government 
becomes destructive of these Ends, 
it is the Right of the People to alter 
or to abolish it, and to Institute new 
Government... 


Jefferson and the rest of the Founders be- 
lieved in the reality of natural law, the doc- 
trine that the laws of nature and of human 
conduct were established by God. These 


are “the laws of Nature and of Nature’s 
God” mentioned in the opening paragraph 
of Jefferson’s timeless Declaration. 

But if God is the Author of laws, He 
is also the source of all human rights de- 
rived from those laws, including, but not 
restricted to, the divine endowments of 
“Life, Liberty, and the Pursuit of Hap- 
piness.” Rights therefore cannot be con- 
ferred by a monarch, a government, the 
will of the majority, or any legal docu- 
ment, including a constitutional amend- 
ment; manmade institutions may only 
curtail or protect rights that God has al- 
ready given to men. This notion, that the 
rights upon which freedom is predicated 
come ultimately from a higher authority 
than any that men may devise, is the true 
starting point of the philosophy of liberty, 
as Moses Mather, a prominent Connecti- 
cut preacher, explained in a 1775 sermon: 


Free agency, or a rational existence, 


with its powers and faculties, and 
freedom of enjoying and exercising 
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them, is the gift of God to man. The 
right of the donor, and the authentic- 
ity of the donation, are both incon- 
testable; hence man hath an absolute 
property in, and right of dominion 
over himself, his powers and facul- 
ties; with self-love to stimulate, and 
reason to guide him, in the free use 
and exercise of them, independent 
of, and uncontrolable [sic] by any 
but him, who created and gave them. 
And whatever is acquired by the use, 
and application of a man’s faculties, 
is equally the property of that man, 
as the faculties by which the acqui- 
sitions are made; and that which is 
absolutely the property of a man, 
he cannot be divested of, but by his 
own voluntary act, or consent... 


The legitimate powers of the state origi- 
nate with these pre-existent, God-given 
rights and powers inherent in individuals, 
as the Declaration, referring to the “just 
powers” of “government” derived from 
“the Consent of the Governed,” reminds 
us. Alexander Hamilton, in The Federal- 
ist, No. 22, added: “The fabric of Ameri- 
can empire ought to rest on the solid basis 
of the consent of the people. The streams 
of national power ought to flow immedi- 
ately from that pure, original fountain 
of all legitimate authority.” More- 
over, since government is brought 
into being by the consent of the indi- 
viduals in its constituency, it follows 
that individuals may only cede to 
government a portion of those rights 
and powers that they justly possess, 
and may exercise individually, in the 
first place. English philosopher John 
Locke observed in his Second Trea- 
tise of Government that individuals 
in a “state of Nature” are bound by 
the Law of Nature, which 


teaches all Mankind, who will 
but consult it, that being all equal 
and independent, no one ought to 
harm another in his Life, Health, 
Liberty, or Possessions. For Men 
being all the workmanship of one 
Omnipotent, and infinitely wise 
Maker; All the Servants of one 
Sovereign Master ... they are his 
Property, whose workmanship 
they are, made to last during his, 
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not one another’s Pleasure. And 
being furnished with like Faculties, 
sharing all in one Community of Na- 
ture, there cannot be supposed any 
such Subordination among us, that 
may Authorize us to destroy one an- 
other, as if we were made for one 
anothers uses.... Everyone as he is 
bound to preserve himself ... so ... 
ought he, as much as he can, to pre- 
serve the rest of Mankind, and may 
not unless it be to do Justice on an 
Offender, take away, or impair the 
life, or what tends to the Preserva- 
tion of the Life, the Liberty, Health, 
Limb or Goods of another. 


Locke concluded from this line of think- 
ing that “the end of law is not to abolish 
or restrain, but to preserve and enlarge 
freedom.” 

Frédéric Bastiat, the 19th-century 
French statesman and economist who 
greatly admired the American experiment 
in liberty, taught of the proper function 
of government with unparalleled sophis- 
tication and clarity in his brilliant treatise, 
The Law: 


[Law] is the collective organiza- 
tion of the individual right to law- 


ful defense. Each of us has a natural 
right — from God — to defend his 
person, his liberty, and his property. 
These are the three basic require- 
ments of life.... If every person has 
the right to defend — even by force 
— his person, his liberty, and his 
property, then it follows that a group 
of men have the right to organize 
and support a common force to pro- 
tect these rights constantly. Thus 
the principle of collective right ... 
is based on individual right.... Thus, 
since an individual cannot lawfully 
use force against the person, liberty, 
or property of another individual, 
then the common force — for the 
same reason — cannot lawfully be 
used to destroy the person, liberty, 
or property of individuals or groups. 


The Founding Fathers arrived at the same 
conclusion as Locke and Bastiat: govern- 
ment in its proper role should be limited 
to protecting God-given rights. 


Protect or Provide? 

No government can legitimately claim 
the authority to redistribute wealth, inas- 
much as no individual has the moral au- 
thority to forcibly despoil one neighbor 
of his property and give it to another 
whom he deems needier. Neither 
should the state attempt to deny in- 
dividuals the lawful right to defense 
of person and property, nor the right 
to speak or publish opinions freely, 
nor a host of other freedoms that no 
individual could legitimately deny 
another human being. Yet from time 
immemorial, as a pretext for state 
abuse, men have been seduced into 
believing that government should not 
merely protect, but provide as well. 
Bastiat described the fallacy thusly: 
“It is not considered sufficient that 
the law be just; it must be philan- 
thropic.” 

Many 18th- and 19th-century Eu- 
ropean “democratic” reformers saw 
government as an agent for “benign” 
social engineering, a belief that per- 
sists to this day among so-called 
“liberals” and socialists of every 
stripe. The French Revolutionaries, 
for example, saw rights as flowing 
from the state, which in turn origi- 
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nated in the will of the majority 
— the fundamental premise of 
secular democracy. The Decla- 
ration of the Rights of Man and 
Citizen, a document as seminal 
to the French Revolution as the 
Declaration of Independence was 
to the American, exemplified this 
pattern of beliefs, referring in its 
preamble to the “natural, inalien- 
able and sacred rights of man.” 
Nowhere were rights attributed to 
God. Instead, inasmuch as rights 
were derived ultimately from the 
state, they became subject to such 
curtailments and limitations as 
the state (acting, of course, in the 
name of the “people”) deemed 
proper. The French Declaration 
defined all sovereignty as resid- 
ing “essentially in the nation. No 
group, no individual may exer- 
cise authority not emanating ex- 
pressly there from.” According to 
the “democratic” view of popular 
government, then, secularized in- 
dividual “rights” are derived from collec- 
tive “rights,” not the other way around. 

Such guiding assumptions are not only 
diametrically opposed to the Founders’ 
philosophy of limited government, they 
are also the very template for an unlim- 
ited, totalitarian state. In Revolutionary 
France, the assumption that rights are 
derived from the state led to the horrors 
of Robespierre’s reign of terror and the 
eventual Napoleonic police state. Yet 
such statist tenets remain articles of faith 
among modern social engineers, includ- 
ing those whose ambitions run to grand 
schemes of global government. 

The UN’s International Bill of Rights 
— which consists of the Universal Dec- 
laration of Human Rights (UDHR), the 
International Covenant on Civil and Po- 
litical Rights (ICCPR), and the Interna- 
tional Covenant on Economic, Social, 
and Cultural Rights — is a case in point. 
The UDHR stipulates that “in the exer- 
cise of his rights and freedoms, everyone 
shall be subject only to such limitations 
as are determined by law.” Moreover, 
these rights, the UDHR explains in Ar- 
ticle 8, are “granted [to everyone] by the 
constitution or law.” Under the ICCPR, 
the UN presumes to subject the God- 
given rights of freedom of religion, of 
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speech, and of assembly — freedoms 
generally taken for granted by many 
Americans — to such regulation as the 
world body sees fit. This is, of course, in 
stark contrast to our own Bill of Rights, 
in which Congress is prohibited, without 
qualification, from infringing on rights 
such as the right to free speech and the 
right to keep and bear arms, and in which 
all powers not expressly delegated to the 
United States government nor prohibited 
to the States are presumed to appertain to 
the several states or to the people. 
Those partial to “philanthropic” gov- 
ernment tend to confuse society with 
government, assuming the latter to be 
coextensive with the former. How often 
do socialists pretend to plead on behalf 
of “society” or “national consensus,” 
as if the primary concern in “our” lives 
ought to be government? When gov- 
ernment exceeds its proper bounds, all 
aspects of life are touched. Everything 
becomes politicized because everything 
is the concern of the state, pretending to 
act in “the people’s” best interests. Those 
who expect philanthropic government to 
confine itself to remedying a few excep- 
tional ills are inevitably disappointed. 
The state, masquerading as charity- 
giver, soon pervades and factionalizes 


every aspect of life. The energies 
of citizens are diverted from more 
productive pursuits to political ac- 
tivity as clamoring rival interests 
vie to operate the machinery of the 
state on their own behalf, in order 
to participate in the system of “le- 
galized plunder,” to use Bastiat’s 
term. The state will draw into its 
employ a baser breed of men, as 
its ever-expanding powers attract 
those who wish to exert compul- 
sion on their fellow-citizens. 

Republican government, by 
contrast, encourages robust in- 
dividualism and self-reliance. It 
acknowledges that government’s 
role within society is compara- 
tively limited. Republican gov- 
ernment will not as a rule attract 
the unscrupulously ambitious to 
its ranks, since its limited pow- 
ers provide scant incentives for 
would-be despots. In a republic, 
the age-old problem of order is 
only partially solved by the state; 
families, churches, civic organizations, 
and other nongovernmental organiza- 
tions will do far more to “promote the 
general welfare” than government. 

Finally, government limited to its 
proper role, by acknowledging the 
equality of men before God, will not 
be tempted to “level the playing field” 
by applying the shackles of false egali- 
tarianism. Republican governments, not 
“democracies” or welfare states, are the 
true champions of diversity, relying for 
much of their vitality on God-given in- 
equalities of talents, means, and circum- 
stances among human beings. 

Though the American Constitution in 
its final form included political compro- 
mises, the federal government it brought 
into being was by far the nearest ap- 
proach to perfectly limited government 
that the world had ever seen. This was 
because of the Founding Fathers’ near- 
unanimous agreement on the funda- 
mental principles of proper government. 
While from time to time isolated men of 
influence, like Bastiat, have also seen the 
wisdom of proper government, nowhere 
in the world since the American found- 
ing have political conditions permitted as 
grand an experiment in human liberty as 
the American Republic. 
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EXERCISING THE RIGHT 


Anti-gun Justice 
Saved by Guns 


Fox News Digital reported on July 10 
about a story that highlights the hypocri- 
sy of limousine liberals who want to ban 
guns for private citizens but benefit from 
their use. The situation occurred when 
18-year-old Kentrell Flowers allegedly 
tried carjacking an SUV parked outside 
the Washington, D.C., home of liberal 
Supreme Court Justice Sonia Sotomayor. 
Flowers’ carjacking attempt was abruptly 
halted due to the fact that his intended 
victims, sitting in the vehicle, were armed 
U.S. marshals on Sotomayor’s security 
detail. The teen allegedly pointed his gun 
at the marshal sitting in the driver’s seat, 
who quickly fired at Flowers, wounding 
him. Flowers was taken to a nearby medi- 
cal facility for treatment of the gunshot 
wound, and later arrested on charges “of 
armed carjacking, carrying a pistol with- 
out a license and possession of a large 
capacity ammunition feeding device.” 

For those who don’t know, Sotomayor 
co-signed the dissent in the 2010 Supreme 
Court ruling in McDonald v. Chicago, in 
which the majority of the Court held that 
the right of an individual to “keep and bear 
arms” as protected by the Second Amend- 
ment is incorporated by the 14th Amend- 
ment, which makes it enforceable against 
the states. Sotomayor adamantly opposed 
this interpretation, writing in her dissent 
that the Second Amendment does not 
protect any “private right of armed self- 
defense.” 

Second Amendment advocates were 
quick to point out the hypocrisy of how a 
woman who so infamously opposed armed 
self-defense was obviously benefiting from 
it. Parker Thayer, from the think tank Capi- 
tal Research Center, posted on Twitter that 
“Sotomayor is protected by the same guns 
she has repeatedly written that civilians do 
not need and should not own.” 

Erich Pratt, senior vice president of Gun 
Owners of America, told Fox News Digi- 
tal, “Justice Sotomayor has aggressively 
opposed the individual right to self-de- 
fense in her dissenting opinions on several 
major Second Amendment cases over the 
years.... So it is incredibly ironic, even 
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“.. the right of the people to keep and bear Arms, shall not be infringed.” 
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hypocritical, that her own private protec- 
tive detail was forced to exercise this basic 
and universal right to protect themselves in 
a very dangerous situation. Hopefully, this 
incident will open her eyes, but we won’t 
hold our breath.” 

Anti-gun leftists might respond that So- 
tomayor did not benefit from the private use 
of guns since her security detail is staffed 
by federal law enforcement. But that raises 
the question: What about the rest of us, who 
can’t have a personal law-enforcement de- 
tail protecting us at all times? 


The Dangers 
of Tobacco Theft 


The warnings about how smoking to- 
bacco can be harmful could easily be ap- 
plied to the criminals in this story, who 
attempted to rob a tobacco store. KTLA 
reported out of Los Angeles on August 
6 that three armed robbers burst into a 
Norwalk tobacco store in a brazen early- 
morning heist attempt. Unfortunately for 
the would-be robbers, the store owner 
was also armed, and opened fire on the 
suspects, hitting one of them in the chest. 

All three suspects fled from the store, but 
police found the injured man in an adjacent 
alleyway. The wounded suspect was trans- 
ported to a nearby medical facility, where 
he was pronounced dead. The other two 
suspects didn’t get away as easily as they 
had hoped since their getaway vehicle was 
blocked from leaving, so they instead fled 
on foot. As of the time of this writing, po- 
lice were still searching for them. 


“Sticks and Stones 
Will Get You Killed” 


The New York Post reported on August 4 
about a break-in that occurred in Ocean- 
side, California. A burglar who investiga- 
tors believe might have been involved in 
multiple burglaries in the area broke in to 
a home armed with only a wooden stake 
and a rock. The Post opened its story with 
the line, “Sticks and stones will get you 
killed,” because the intruder was con- 
fronted by an armed homeowner who 


fatally shot him after the intruder threw 
a rock at him. 

Oceanside police spokesperson Heather 
Mitchell said the “suspect threw a rock at 
a male resident of the home, striking him 
in the face.” The homeowner definitely had 
a reasonable fear for his life, since the in- 
truder had broken in to his home and had 
just assaulted him. The armed homeowner 
fired three times at the suspect, hitting him 
in the chest. 

Police were soon called to the scene. 
They administered first aid to the wounded 
suspect, but he did not survive. The inves- 
tigation is ongoing, but due to the circum- 
stances of the shooting, it is highly likely 
that authorities will determine it was a justi- 
fied use of lethal force. 


Always Good 
to Have Backup 


Local10.com reported out of Fort Lauder- 
dale, Florida, on August 2 about a shoot- 
ing that reinforced the notion that you can 
never be too prepared. Police say 43-year- 
old Sinclair Jamaal Ellis allegedly broke 
the window of another man’s Ford pick- 
up, which was parked outside a business 
around 11:30 p.m. The truck owner dis- 
covered the crime in progress, and quickly 
ran outside to confront the thief. Ellis al- 
legedly reached in through the window 
he broke, grabbed a loaded handgun that 
was stored in the vehicle, and tried fleeing 
from the scene on his bicycle. The truck 
owner ran after Ellis and yelled for him to 
stop. The criminal reportedly took the sto- 
len gun and fired at the truck owner, hit- 
ting him in the leg. Unfortunately for Ellis, 
the truck owner was carrying a handgun, 
which he pulled out and fired, hitting Ellis 
multiple times. 

Police were soon called to the scene, 
and both men received medical treatment. 
Ellis had surgery and is in the intensive care 
unit, but is expected to survive his gunshot 
wounds. Police plan to charge him with 
“attempted murder, armed burglary and 
felon in possession of a firearm.” Local10 
reported that he was previously convicted 
of burglary in 2023. 

— Patrick Krey 
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Civilizations 
Wiped Out 
by Conflicts 


by William P. Hoar 


The End of Everything: How Wars De- 
scend Into Annihilation, by Victor Davis 
Hanson, New York: Basic Books, 2024, 
352 pages, hardcover. 


ar doesn’t determine which 
side is right. Often it only set- 
tles who is left. In a relatively 


few instances — such as the quartet exam- 
ined in the book — the losers (be they cul- 
tures, states, or civilizations) get outright 
demolished during the wars. 

The targeted states, both by their en- 
emies and in the case studies at hand, are 
the classical city state of Thebes, ancient 
Carthage, Byzantine Constantinople, and 
Aztec Tenochtitlan. Who were the oblit- 
erators? The author describes those cov- 
ered in his book as “the ruthless wannabe 
philosopher Alexander the Great, the lit- 
erary patron Scipio Aemilianus, the self- 
described intellectual Mehmet II, and the 
widely read Hernan Cortés — [who] all 
sought to destroy utterly rather than mere- 
ly defeat their enemies.” 

Brace yourself for bloodshed, albeit in 
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an erudite fashion, which is what one ex- 
pects from Victor Davis Hanson, author 
of The End of Everything: How Wars De- 
scend Into Annihilation, as well as other 
such volumes as The Western Way of War, 
The Wars of the Ancient Greeks, The Soul 
of Battle, Carnage and Culture, The Sec- 
ond World Wars, and The Dying Citizen. 
Hanson is a senior fellow in military histo- 
ry and classics at the Hoover Institution at 
Stanford University, a professor emeritus 
of classics at California State University, 
Fresno, and a fellow of Hillsdale College. 


These subjects, to some, may seem dis- 
tant, cold, and irrelevant, but such an at- 
titude is short-sighted. This theme is any- 
thing but passé. There are lessons to be 
learned. After dissecting these conflicts, 
Hanson outlines today’s hotspots that 
could blow up disastrously. Some prin- 
ciples hold over the centuries. This is why 
some of us had a marker in our copy of 
The Peloponnesian War, by Thucydides, 
highlighting the discussion of the famous 
“Melian Dialogue” between the Athenians 
and leaders from the island of Melos. As 
Hanson recaps, we still find that what is 
moral or logical doesn’t determine poten- 
tial vanquishing: 


Between a stronger attack and a 
weaker attack, the ancient Melian 
laws of “the strong do what they can, 
and the weak suffer what they must” 
prevail. And thus there is no such 
thing as reciprocity, proportionality, 
symmetry, or the “laws of war.” 


In other words, just because a threat is 
wild, or seemingly insane, that doesn’t 
mean it shouldn’t be taken seriously. As 
usual, Hanson is accessible without being 
simplistic. His coverage is panoramic, co- 
herent, and absorbing. Maps bolster the 
copy, and endnotes are extensive. 


Obliteration of Classical Thebes 


The city-state of Thebes in 335 B.C. re- 
volted against the Macedonian occupation 
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of Greece, then, following an insult to en- 
voys, dared young Alexander the Great to 
do his worst. That he did. It took but one 
day to defeat the Thebans completely. 

Much of this chapter, of course, is drawn 
from ancient sources. Diodorus Siculus, a 
Roman-era historian who gleaned from 
earlier Greeks, is one such. More origi- 
nates from Arrian, generally considered 
the most accurate chronicler of the period 
(despite writing some 500 years later). I 
heartily recommend The Landmark Ar- 
rian: The Campaigns of Alexander by 
Robert Strassler (2011). Arrian called the 
razing of Thebes the greatest catastrophe 
in Greek history. Readers of Hanson learn 
explicitly how more than 6,000 Thebans 
were killed in fighting, murdering, and 
executions. Some 30,000 were sold into 
slavery. The number of deaths, writes 
Hanson, was “ghastly” by the standards 
of the “usual battles between Greek city- 
states.” Those city-states, as he reminds 
us, were on average “smaller than Roman 
or later European cities.” 

Those actions were not enough for Al- 
exander, who (as Hanson writes) “issued 
an edict to all the Greek city-states that 
any of the Theban exiles living in their 
environs were to be expelled, either to 
wander stateless or to be turned over to 
the Macedonians.” 

While, as Arrian noted, there had been 
more deaths in other conflicts, no other 
had resulted in the obliteration of such a 
legendary and large city as Thebes. 


Destruction of 
Carthage, Punic Civilization 
Carthage, now located in modern-day 
Tunisia, had been a preeminent financial 
power. Famed historian Theodor Momm- 
sen (1817-1903), in his magnus opus The 
History of Rome (my copy of that multi- 
volume work is an 1871 edition that is still 
in remarkably good shape), agreed with 
Polybius (who lived in the earlier period) 
that it was the wealthiest city in the world. 
Then came the First and Second Punic 
wars (lasting 23 years and 17 years, re- 
spectively), including Hannibal’s swath of 
destruction after invading Italy by cross- 
ing the Alps. Those events had resulted in 
two defeats and a much-reduced Carthage. 
It is the Third Punic War (149-146 B.C.) 
that Hanson concentrates on in a chapter 
titled “The Wages of Vengeance.” Hanson 
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goes into the whys of the war in detail, ex- 
amining various theories about its causes. 
Mentioned, naturally, is the infamous ac- 
count of Cato the Elder in Rome and his 
repeated demands for Carthage’s destruc- 
tion — usually designated as “Cartago 
Delenda Est.” 

Again, the analysis in The End of Ev- 
erything is comprehensive, including 
wondering what the embattled people 
must have been thinking. The Carthagin- 
ians, says Hanson, “were willing to disarm 
as demanded, even after paying off their 
prior war indemnities. But they were un- 
willing to dismantle their ancient city and 
move inland, and therefore by default they 
had no choice but to resist a siege.” 

At the conclusion of the siege and as- 
sault, an estimated ninety percent of the 
population (likely 500,000 residents in the 
year 149 B.C.) were dead from starvation, 
disease, and battle. Survivors were sold 
into slavery. Scipio then, we read, 


turned his men loose to loot whatever 
they wished in the city. But first the 
legions destroyed all the weapons 
they could find. Once the ravaging 
was complete, they demolished the 
huge ancient walls, toppled all the 
remaining buildings, and torched 
anything combustible — bringing to 
an end some seven hundred years of 
Punic civilization in Africa. 


A Roman Carthage was later built over the 
site, under the orders of Julius Caesar, with 
money and manpower dispatched between 


49 and 44 B.C. And, as we learn, that city 
became at least as large as its Punic prede- 
cessor by A.D. 100. 

As we complete this section, the author 
moves from the renowned to the ridicu- 
lous (one can almost see the classical pro- 
fessor shaking his head in disbelief), with 
a snippet on how Tunisian President Zine 
el-Abidine Ben Ali constructed a “Car- 
thageland” theme park “and the coun- 
try’s first commercial television channel, 
Hannibal TV.” 


Fall of Constantinople, 

End of Byzantium 

Byzantium lasted about a thousand years 
before Janissary units breached Constanti- 
nople’s walls on May 29, 1453. Over time 
it had been surrounded by Persians, Arabs, 
and Ottoman Turks in the east, Slavs and 
Bulgars in the north, and Saracens and 
Normans in the west. (A good summary is 
available in John Haldon’s Byzantium: A 
History, first published in 2000.) 

Hanson, in his book, directs atten- 
tion to various natural, cultural, and re- 
ligious advantages as explanations for 
why the empire’s capital remained fixed 
at Constantinople. He adds context that 
hits home when discussing the “relative 
permanence of Byzantium,” noting that 
the city and empire “survived more than 
four and a half times longer than the 
current lifespan of the United States.” 
Foreshadowing is introduced early in 
this section, when readers are told that 
the “entire fate of Constantinople had 
always hinged on the protection of just 
a small and vulnerable section of the 
Theodosian Walls, the massive rampart 
that guarded the land approaches to the 
capital and had never yet been penetrat- 
ed.” Outside for a millennium was the 
might of Islam. 

Hanson gives readers a good sense of 
the scene, describing the plans of Sultan 
Mehmet II for a naval blockage and artil- 
lery barrage — including the dreaded giant 
bombard (the “Basilic” cannon). There 
were only a relatively few Western Eu- 
ropean reinforcements, though emperor 
Constantine XI had been seeking them for 
two years. One key guardian who was there 
(along with his men) was the famed Geno- 
ese Giovanni Giustiniani; his subsequent 
wounding was crucial to the city’s fall. 
Another factor was the fleeing of panicked 
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defenders, who “did not even secure the 
closing of all the gates of the inner wall.” 

Red-turbaned Janissaries, the third and 
final wave of Turkish assaulters, showed 
that their terrifying reputation was not an 
exaggeration, becoming the “first to break 
into the city, despite suffering terribly 
from a hail of stones and arrows from the 
walls.” 

A very quick collapse was followed by 
horrendous executions, “Christian chil- 
dren were castrated and sent as eunuchs 
to the harem along with young girls,” and 
Islamification of the city was imposed. 
“Within days,” writes Hanson, 


the Hagia Sophia cathedral had be- 
come the largest mosque in the Islam- 
ic world, as its famous frescos were 
whitewashed away. Within decades it 
would be refitted with minarets, oblit- 
erating for subsequent generations of 
Ottomans any memory or knowledge 
of its prior 916 years as the most re- 
vered church in Christendom. 


In one difference from the other case 
studies in this volume, the infrastruc- 
ture of Constantinople was deemed too 
valuable to destroy, so it was left largely 
intact. The “Ottoman conqueror,” writes 
Hanson elegiacally, “kept the corpse in- 
tact and reanimated it with a completely 
different spirit.” 
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) cathedral of Constantinople was 
transformed into a mosque when the city (now Istanbul) fell to the Ottomans. All of the building’s 
Christian artwork and symbolism were destroyed. 


Annihilation of the Aztec Empire 

The End of Everything works as an in- 
tegral volume, not just four booklets. 
Throughout, and generally without forc- 
ing the issue, Hanson weaves together the 
various accounts, as well as other relevant 
wars and battles and our current situation. 
He notes, for example, that the Thebans, 
Carthaginians, and Byzantines had diffi- 
culty recognizing the strengths of their en- 
emies; similarly, the Aztecs could not fath- 
om a man such as Spain’s Cortés — who 
was “quite willing to annihilate them” and 
would in just two years (1519-1521) “find 
the power to do just that.” 

For good reasons the Aztecs were seen 
as barbarians by their neighbors — who 
had been victims of their human sacrific- 
es, then fed to the capital city’s residents 
— a fact that greatly contributed to the 
Aztecs’ demise, as those peoples became 
crucial allies of the conquistador leader. 
With millions of subjects, their empire 
at its height included lands from today’s 
Gulf of Mexico to the Pacific Ocean and 
south to present Guatemala. Montezuma 
II, who first welcomed Cortés to his 
capital city of Tenochtitlan, held sway 
(as Hanson puts it) in an area of south- 
central Mexico roughly two-thirds the 
size of modern Spain. 

In the Spaniards’ initial trip to the capi- 
tal (which contained hundreds of thou- 
sands of residents), they seemingly had a 
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force insufficient to conquer an empire. 
During eight months, we read, there was 
“a period of mutual fraternization and 
discovery, betrayals, revolts, civil wars, 
see-saw battles — and untimely the near 
obliteration of the initial Spanish force” in 
what became known as the Noche Triste, 
or “Sorrowful Night.” 

Matters were decidedly different the 
second time. Accompanied by fewer than 
a thousand conquistadors, 


perhaps five hundred fewer than the 
army that fled on Noche Triste, along 
with their Tlaxcalan allies, [Cortés] 
would destroy the Aztec empire. His 
reconstructed army would end up 
killing outright in battle perhaps over 
a hundred thousand warriors and far 
more residents of Tenochtitlan, while 
leveling the capital’s iconic buildings 
and adobe homes of its inhabitants. 


The author goes into tactics, weapons, 
and “cultural bewilderment” (Aztec un- 
familiarity with cavalry horses, war dogs, 
crossbows, and gunpowder, among oth- 
ers) as factors in the outcome. (Hanson 
has much more on these tactics and weap- 
ons in his excellent 2001 book Carnage 
and Culture.) A supply-chain advantage 
also aided the destruction, despite the fact 
that Spain was 6,000 miles away. After 
all, the Aztecs were surrounded by peo- 
ples who despised them. 

Much like the leveling of classical 
Thebes and the razing of Punic Carthage 
(though not the appropriation of Con- 
stantinople), the Aztec capital was also 
paved over. Cortés was zealous, writes 
Hanson, “in replacing Tenochtitlan with 
what would soon become the capital of 
New Spain” (now Mexico City). For the 
new city, “a grid was superimposed on the 
former irregular blocks” of the old capital. 

The epilogue draws the theme together, 
pointing to a number of spots in the world 
that could blow up, mentioning (among 
others) Ukraine and newer nuclear pow- 
ers such as China, Israel, North Korea, and 
Pakistan. In Hanson’s view, most conflicts 
will still lead to stalemates or concessions. 
But he emphasizes the word “most.” The 
fate, he writes, of the Thebans, Carthagin- 
ians, Byzantines, and Aztecs should be a 
reminder that what many say “cannot pos- 
sibly happen” can indeed occur. i 
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e’ve all seen the 
memes and related 
T-shirts reading 


“The Founders Would Be 
Shooting by Now.” We’ve all 
had that conversation about 
when “by now” might take 
place and what we would do. 
But there are two major points 
to make to help navigate the 
conversation: 1. Was Covid 
not enough? and 2. Let’s 
take a closer look at what the 
Founders did. 

Regarding the first point, the 
government lockdowns and the forced jab mandate (for some) 
did quite a bit of damage. But apparently the large number of 
bankrupted businesses, the deaths due to hospital protocols and 
the Covid jabs, and the irreparable harm to school-age children 
weren’t enough to put the above-mentioned bravado into action. 

What will it take? When the government shows up at your 
door and shoots your dog? 

I write this not to advocate for violence, but to demonstrate 
that gun owners are much more responsible, reserved, and dis- 
ciplined than gun grabbers make us out to be. The fact of the 
matter is, Americans are no longer organized to repel the type 
of tyranny that the Founding Fathers faced. 

The Colonists didn’t stand individually against the British 
soldiers and their hired mercenaries — they were organized into 
militias and other groups that distributed educational informa- 
tion. They knew when “the time” arrived. They had a plan, and 
they made sure arms were available if needed. This brings us to 
the second point. 

Long before “the time” arrived, the Founders had exhausted 
all diplomatic means over the course of at least 15 years. John 
Adams gave us a glimpse into this in a letter he sent to Thomas 
Jefferson, dated August 24, 1815. He wrote, “As to the history 
of the revolution, my ideas may be peculiar, perhaps singular. 
What do we mean by the revolution? The war? That was no 
part of the revolution; it was only an effect and consequence 
of it. The revolution was in the minds of the people, and this 
was effected from 1760 to 1775, in the course of fifteen years, 
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before a drop of blood was shed 
at Lexington.” 

This doesn’t mean that they 
threw some tea into the harbor 
and then took up shooting when 
it didn’t work. Rather, they built 
the movement for independence 
in the Colonies while at the 
same time diplomatically ap- 
pealing to King George III. 

For decades, a revival had 
been sweeping across the coun- 
tryside, beginning in the Con- 
necticut River Valley, that was 
largely sparked by preachers 
Jonathan Edwards and George 
Whitefield. This Great Awaken- 
ing moved the citizenry toward 
morality and character, while also building knowledge of in- 
dependence and the proper role of government. The more this 
movement gained steam, the more British tyranny arrived at the 
Colonists’ doorsteps. 

In 1772, the first Committees of Correspondence were formed 
to disseminate information, and they were highly successful 
throughout the country. Such organizing allowed a tireless, irate 
minority to set ablaze brushfires in the hearts of men, building 
the necessary means among the people to declare independence. 

When British soldiers came to confiscate powder and cannon, 
the people were ready for them. Can the same be said today? 
The Founders promoted the practice of a citizen militia con- 
stituted of able-bodied 16- to 60-year-old men, not under the 
control of government. It’s unlikely the nearly 83 million gun 
owners in America today could be quickly organized. 

The Founding Fathers gave us a formula to follow: organize 
and educate. Thomas Jefferson wrote in 1820, “I know no safe 
depository of the ultimate powers of the society, but the people 
themselves: and if we think them not enlightened enough to 
exercise their control with a wholesome discretion, the remedy 
is, not to take it from them, but to inform their discretion by 
education. This is the true corrective of abuses 
of constitutional power.” [a] 

This is the path The John Birch Society has 
followed for more than 65 years. The Constitu- JBS 
tion still stands. Join us today at JBS.org to help 
restore and preserve freedom! ) 
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